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CoNnsIDERABLE INCONVENIENCE is experienced by practi- 
tioners in connection with the purchase of judicature 
stamps for use in the offices now located in the Royal 
Courts of Justice. When the offices were scattered, ar- 
rangements existed in many of them for the sale of the 
ry stamps, but on the occasion of their removal 
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CURRENT TOPICS. 


% 


Tae Wastuinster vivision of the Court of Appeal 
has risen for the rest of the legal year, leaving behind it 
about 80 appeals unheard, to which number, before the 
end of the present sittings, 30 new appeals will probably 
be added, making an estimated total of at least 110 
a for the court to commence business with on 

ovember 3rdnext. At the last Michaelmas Sittings this 
division disposed of 51 appeals, a larger number than 

Usual, the average being about 28 appeals per sittings. 
As the average number of new appeals for this division 
per sittings is about 38, the result will be that—even as- 
suming the court should dispose of the high number of 
50 appeals in Michaelmas Sittings next—there will be 
left at least 60 appeals in arrear and 38 new appeals, 
making nearly 100 appeals to begin next Hilary Sittings 
with ; and if the same state of things should continue 
the arrears will be increased every sittings thereafter. 





all these arrangements were put an end to, and the Com- 
missioners of Inland Revenue having been provided with 
a room in the building near the Strand front, stamps can 
now be obtained in that room, and, as regards the new 
building, in that room orly. Practitioners going to an 
office situate in a remote part of the building may be in 
ignorance beforehand of the necessity for a stamp, or of 
the value of the stamp required ; and, if so, they have, on 
ascertaining their wants, to return the whole length of 
the building, and possibly to descend and remount about 
100 steps before they can have such wants supplied. 
Convenience would dictate a continuance of the former 
arrangement, or something resembling 1t. At all events, 
we would suggest that stamps should be sold on each 
floor of the building, and as near the centre of each 
corridor as possible. 





JupiciaL opinion in Martin v. Mackonochie is now 
equally divided, but as the majority of the Court of 
Appeal have upheld the view of the promoter, Lord 
Penzance is for the present triumphant, and the power 
of an ecclesiastical court to suspend a disobedient 
clergyman from office and benefice upon summary 
process is established. That, after a regular suit, the 
court could suspend or even deprive an offender was 
admitted by Mr. Mackonochie’s counsel, and the twelve 
days’ argument in the court below and in the Court of 
Appeal was addressed entirely to the question whether 
suspension could be summarily inflicted for disobedience 
to a sentence whereby the defendant had already been 
once suspended and “ admonished” not to offend again. 
The defendant’s contention shortly was that the sentence 
ended the suit, and that the “‘admonition” or ‘‘ moni- 


tion,” if disobeyed, could only be enforced, if at all, in 


one way—by treating the disobedience as a contempt of 
court, and “signifying” that contempt to the Chancery 
Division, which would then grant a writ de contumace 
capiendo, under the 53 Geo. 3, c. 127, for the appre- 
hension of the offender. This course, which Lord 
Coleridge in his recent judgment states to be “for 
obvious reasons” impracticable, was actually adopted 
some two years since in the case of Mr. Tooth. The 
promoter, on the other hand, insisted that, for clergymen, 
suspension from office and benefice was an appropriate 
punishment for contempt, although his counsel were 
constrained to admit that until the decision in Hebbert 
v. Purchas (L. R. 4 P. C. 301) no precedent existed 
which warranted such a proceeding. But the last- 
mentioned case was unfortunately not argued on behalf 
of the defendant, and for that reason, it was replied, 
had not the authority which it would otherwise have 
possessed. We do not propose to weary our readers with 
a repetition of the arguments on the one side and the 
other. They are probably as tired of the subject as the 
Court of Appeal were at the close of the hearing. But 
it may be interesting to ask “ what next?’’ Of course 
Mr. Mackonochie may appeal, and it is as yet doubtful 
whether he will do so. Suppose, however, he does not 
appeal, but treats the new sentence of suspension with 
the same indifference as he treated the monition appended 
to the original sentence of suspension. It appears to us 
thatin such a case two courses are open to the promoter. 
He may commence a fresh suit and pray for Mr. Mac- 
konochie’s suspension for a lengthened term, or even for 
his deprivation; or he may attempt to enforce Lord 
Penzance’s new sentence at once by the process of 
“ significavit” to which we have above referred. One 
thing is certain, that whether in a fresh suit or otherwise, 
there is no method of enforcing obedience on an obstinate 
offender except imprisonment. Hence it is that the 
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recent elaborate and almost interminable arguments have 
#0 little real importance. The duty of preparing them 
and of listening to them has no doubt taught the counsel 
and the judges a good deal of law with which previously 
they had not been familiar, but we do not know that the 
ease will have any other practical result. Naturally, 
the promoter desires to suppress Mr. Mackonochie, if he 
ean, without sending him to gaol. But Mr. Mac- 
konochie can, if he pleases, drive his antagonist to send 
him there. Persistent defiance of the law can, in the 
end, only be dealt with by the policeman. 


WE HAVE TO ANNOUNCE, with deep regret, the death, 
on the 26th ult., of Mr. George Sweet, the well-known 
econveyancer. Mr. Sweet was called to the bar in 1839, 
and at once devoted himself to the practice of convey- 
ancing and the study of the labours of his great 
predecessors in that branch of the profession. As 
an immediate result, he brought out in 1839 the 
first volume (vol. 5 in the series) of his edition of 
Bythewood’s Jarman, perhaps the best volume of 
the series, and certainly a remarkable production 
for so young a man. The remainder of the work 
as it now exists (with the exception of the fragment 
of vol. 8 on Powers of Attorney—to which, how- 
ever, he contributed a variety of precedents—and of 
vol. 2 on Wills, in which he had the assistance of Mr. 
Bisset), was brought out by Mr. Sweet alone, during the 
five following years. Between the years 1840 and 1860 
Mr. Sweet published several smaller works in connection 
with conveyancing. Latterly, however, the claims of a 
considerable private practice almost withdrew him from 
active literary work, but the columns of this journal 
have, for some years past, been indebted to his pen for oc- 
casional contributions and letters, marked by rare learn- 
ing, ability, and force. He was always attracted by any 
difficult real property question, and when once he had 
turned his mind upon it he never rested till he had 
worked out a solution. He was indeed a worthy 
example of the class of eminent conveyancers in the 
retirement of whose chambers so much of our English 
law of property has silently grown. With a gentle and 
kindly humour he combined a rare absence of self- 
assertion, and a constant consideration for the feelings 
of others. To his friends the stores of his learning were 
at all times fully open. To his pupils his teaching was 
rendered doubly valuable by the same painstaking and 
conscientious thoroughness which formed in truth the 
distinguishing characteristic of his life and writings. 


THE LEGAL Position or Mr. Tracy Turnerelli is a little 
embarrassing. He undertook, on behalf of the 52,800 
contributors, to transmute their pennies into a golden 
wreath, and to offer this wreath to Lord Beaconsfield. 
Whether he must be deemed to have undertaken to offer 
the wreath in such a manner as to be likely to ensure 
acceptance, is a point of some difficulty, on which it 
is hardly necessary to express an opinion. The pressing 
question is, What should be done with the rejected gift ? 
and the first consideration is in whom is the legal 
property in the wreath? in the contributors of the 
52,800 pennies, or in Mr. Turnerelli, with a resulting 
trust for the contributors? Without deciding this 
point, we may observe that in any case it is for the 
contributors to direct the manner in which the wreath 
shall be dealt with; and apart from their direction there 
does not appear to be any mode, short of special legis- 
lation, whereby Mr. Turnerelli can legally relieve him- 
self of the wreath. There are insuperable obstacles in 
the way of bringing it into court under the Trustee 
Relief Act, and a raffle for it among the contributors 
‘would unfortunately be illegal, 





or Carrara has presented his valuable legal library to 
niversity of Pisa, ee 
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THE LAND TRANSFER COMMITTEES 
REPOR 


I 


Tue long expected report of the Select Committee oy 
Land Titles and Transfer has appeared, and we print it 
in full elsewhere. Whatever may be thought of tha 
conclusions arrived at, it is impossible to doubt either 
the competence of the committee or the pains they hayg 
bestowed on the investigation of the subject. Their 
sittings have extended over two sessions. In addition tg 
considering the evidence taken before the commissioner, 
of 1868, they have examined witnesses comprising con. 
veyancers and solicitors of the highest eminence, registry 
officials, and persons acquainted with the systems ip 
operation in Ireland and Scotland; and, last, not least, 
the Lord Chancellor. 

The first part of the report deals with the operation 
of the measures passed in modern times to amend the 
law relating to the titles to, and transfer of, land. The 
failure of Lord Westbury’s Act is touched upon; and 
the result of the report is to show the still more absolute 
failure of the Land Transfer Act of 1875. The total 
number of titles registered under it from the 21st of 
February, 1878, to the 14th of March, 1879, the com- 
mittee tell us, was only seven, or an average of little 
more than one in two months. And, we may add, that 
if rumour is to be trusted, the majority of even this 
small number of titles came from one firm of solicitors, 
Of course, the first question to be considered, be 
fore attempting any new proposals as to land registry, 
is, why has the elaborate experiment of 1875 failed? 
The committee appear to have had a great many 
different reasons assigned. Some of the witnesses 
ascribed the failure of the Act to the absence of any 
power to remove from the register a title which has once 
been placed upon it; others to the disinclination of 
solicitors to recommend to their clients a course of deal. 
ing with their property which may tend eventually, if 
not immediately, to curtail their own profits; others to 
the distrust of all projects of land registration inspired 
by the breakdown of Lord Westbury’s Act; and others 
to the indisposition, both of the public and the legal 
profession, to familiarize themselves with a new system, 
and to run the risk of an experiment which involves 
so great a departure from established usage; while 
the Lord Chancellor was disposed to attribute the failure 
of the Act to inspire public confidence, in some measure, 
to the lack of a court resembling the Irish Landed 
Estates Court. The second of these suggestions is 
absurd, because it assumes, first, that the clieat is abso- 
lutely under the thumb of the solicitor; secondly, that 
there is no competition among solicitors; and, thirdly, 
that solicitors deliberately reject a large increase to their 
incomes from fear that their successors may find their 
profits diminished. But with this exception, each of the 
causes mentioned has probably, in some degree, contri- 
buted to the result described by the committee. No one 
of them is, the committee thirk, sufficient to account for 
the total failure of the Act of 1875. That failure, they 
think, is due to the deliberate conviction of the public 
and their advisers that the advantages offered by the 
new system of registration are too speculative and 
remote to compensate for the immediate and certain 
outlay and trouble which it entails. Against the 
advantage of a clear record of title. there are serious 
drawbacks. People dislike the idea of an official scrutiny 
on every fresh dealing with their property, and distrust a 
system which guards beneficial interests by cautions and 
inhibitions. As the committee point out, such a system 
must prevail in any scheme for the registration of titles 
in a country like this where the ownership of land is 
split up amongst different persons. Either the interests 
carved out of the original fee must be themselves placed 
on the register—a process which would defeat the first 
object of such a registration, simplicity of title for the 
purpose of disposition—or an owner pro hdc vice, 80 to 
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8 qoeak, must be created for the purpose of registration, 
qhile all remaining interests, being kept off the register, 
must become the subject of a second record of title out- 

tee gide the register. And in exact proportion as the re- 

rink dl red owner is left free and unfettered to deal with 
of rh. the land, the owners of unregistered interests are exposed 
eit’ [Mg to the risk of having their property dealt with behind 

rh * their backs, and are left to protect themselves by a 

Thee of cautions and inhibitions. Our own idea is 

io: a that while all these variofis causes have undoubtedly 

on to Hi contributed to the failure of the Act of 1875, there are 
on one or two facts which go far to explain the want of 

Bsr success of any voluntary system of registration of title. 

~ Comparatively few purchasers of land or houses buy with 

l 7 the intention of selling again; they are satisfied with 

— #he title they have got; they are more or less disgusted 
ati with the costs they have incurred—where is the motive 

d th tospend more money in placing themselves on a regis- 

The ter of title? And even people who buy with the in- 
and tention of selling again have seldom much belief that the 
dae jand will fetch more upon a resale if it is registered with 
total even an absolute title. We are inclined, as matters 
st of stand at present, to agree with Mr. Follett, the registrar 





ofthe Land Registry Office, who frankly told the com- 
mittee that, after talking the matter over with Mr. Holt, 
the assistant registrar, they had never been able to sketch 
out anything which they thought would succeed asa 
voluntary system. 

What, then, is to be done? Clearly, if the committee 
are right in their estimate of the causes of the failure of 
the Act of 1875, nothing can be usefully done in the 
way of remodelling or amending that Act. There 
seems, however, to have been some division of opinion 
in the committee as to whether the public might not 
be induced by other means to look with more favour 


















‘a apon the Act. Mr. Shaw Lefevre seems to have 
ale thought that the working of the Act of 1875 should 
if be “committed to men able to push the system, from 
to a business point of view, as well as to cope with 
‘ed ‘its legal difficulties.” We do not quite know what 
ors is meant by this, but it seems to have been suggested 
ral by one of the witnesses before the committee that the 
m, merits and advantages of the Land Registry Office should 
m be made generally known ‘‘ by means of popular treatises 





and advertisements judiciously disseminated through the 
eountry.” In other words, we suppose, Mr. Willing 
ought to be added to the staff at the Land Transfer 
Office; the office should compete with ‘‘ Anti-fat” in 
the columns of the daily papers, and a row of human sand- 
wiches should perambulate the streets of towns and the 
lanes of the country labelled “ Register your titles!” 
Another notion seems to have been to bribe solicitors to 
bring in work to the office by giving them increased 
fees. As the committee point out, however, the 
matter of fees is one which is expressly left to the 
discretion of the Lord Chancellor by the Act, and there 
would be no difficulty in trying the experiment (should 
it be thought desirable to do so), without fresh legisla- 
tion, We do not believe for a moment that it would 
succeed, 


We come now to the main recommendation made by 
the committee. This is, in effect, the establishment of 
registries of deeds, but registries of a kind never 
yet put in operation in England. As the committee 
remark, registration of assurances has never had fair 
play in England, and the state of the Middlesex Registry 
is alone sufficient to render the idea of a deed 
registry unpopular, But in Scotland a system of 
registration of assurances is in operation which 
the committee say eeems to give universal satisfaction. 
Under that system an option is given to the parties to 
register either the instrument or a memorandum of its 
effect. The result is said to be that the parties almost 
invariably prefer to register the instrument itself. The 
committee, as we understand them, contemplate that 
registration shall indirectly (by a provision which we 
shall mention immediately) be made compulsory, but 
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that an option should be given to the parties to ree 
gister either the instrument or a memorial, The 
committee consider it essential that an index to the 
registry shall be provided, referring to property as well 
as persons, and “ so simple that any one consulting might 
at once be referred to every instrument affecting the 
property in which he is interested, and so accurate and 
complete that any person, exercising ordinary care, and 
endowed with ordinary intelligence, might feel sure 
that no information to which he ought to have had access 
had escaped him. In addition, it should be daily posted 
up to the latest date, so as to leave no gap between the 
period covered by the search and the moment of the 
searching ;”’ and with reference to the possibility of framing 
such an index they refer to the evidence of the keeper of 
the Register of Sasines, in Edinburgh, as to the present 
practice in Scotland, where it is stated that the labour of 
searching is reduced to a minimum. They also advise 
the adoption of a device used in Scotland and known 
as the “ certificate of search.” It appears that upon a 
purchase or mortgage in Scotland the register is searched, 
on the application of the intended purchaser or mort- 
gagee, by some person, usually an official well acquainted 
with the register, who delivers out to the applicant what 
is called a ‘‘ certificate of search,” showing the result of 
his investigations. This certificate is retained by the 
purchaser or mortgagee, and becomes part of his title 
deeds, and on a fresh gale or dealing with the property 
is accepted as evidence of the state of the title up to its 
date, thus relieving the new purchaser or mortgagee 
from the necessity of a search anterior to that period. 
And the committee, lastly, regard it as essential to the 
success of any system of registration that, in the absence 
of actual fraud on the part of the person registering, every 
instrument should, as is the case in Scotland, rank ace 
cording to the date of its entry on the registry. The 
indirect effect of such an enactment would, of course, 
be to make the registration of all instruments practically 
compulsory. 

The obvious objection to a registry of deeds is the 
addition which it would make to the cost of transferring 
land. This cost, when it comes to be considered, falls 
under two heads. There is, first of all, the cost of 
searching the register. This, it will be observed, the 
committee propose to obviate by providing an index of 
the kind above mentioned and by the ‘‘ certificate of 
search ;’? and probably by these means this part of the 
cost will be reduced to a comparatively smallsum. There 
is next the actual expense of copying out the instrument 
or making a memorial, and with regard to this the com- 
mittee have made several suggestions, to which we shall 
have to refer hereafter, for encouraging the shortening of 
deeds. They believe that a deed registry might be 
made self-supporting at a very trifling cost to the public 
who have to register. We may mention that Mr. 
Learoyd, in his evidence given last year, stated that his 
practice in Yorkshire was to charge for preparing the 
memorial and registering one guinea only. This does 
not seem a serious addition to the purchaser’s costs, but 
of course there would be the additional expense of 
searching. 

But the objection felt by many practitioners to the 
Land Registry does not lie here. It consists in the delay 
entailed by the search and the necessity for registration. 
As regards the search all turns upon the index; and if 
an index could be framed which answered to the 
suggestions of the committee there need be little delay. 
As regards delay caused by the registration, the question 
whether it would become serious seems to depend on the 
question of whether districtregistries are provided, and the 
committee recommend their establishment in convenient 
local centres. They also suggest that provision might be 
made, in case of emergency, for provisional registration. 
We must take it, however, that the establishment of any 
system of compulsory registration of assurances would 
be productive of more or less expense and delay. The 
question the profession have to consider is whether the 
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advantages of such a system will outweigh these evils ? 
But upon this subject we must defer our remarks till 
next week. 
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Recent Becistans. 


RAILWAY PASSENGERS. 


(London, Brighton, and South Coast Railway Company 
vy. Watson, 27 W. R. 614, L. R. 4 C. P. D. 118 ; Cooper 
v. London, Brighton, and South Coast Railway Com- 
pany, 27 W. R. 474, L. R. 4 Ex. D. 88; Langdon v. 
Howell, 27 W. R. 657.) 


These decisions relate to the rights of different classes 
of passengers. The first case involved a question as be- 
tween the company and an ordinary passenger, the 
second between the company and a season ticket holder, 
and the third between the company and the possessor of 
a tourist ticket. 

In London, Brighton, &c., Railway Company v. 
Watson, the Court of Appeal affirmed the judgment of 
the Common Pleas Division. The respondent travelled 
without a ticket from Norwood Junction to Lower Nor- 
wood, it being admitted that he had no intention to de- 
fraud the company, and he tendered the fare for the 
distance which he had actually travelled. The company 
claimed the fare from Croydon, the station from which 
the train had started, and on the respondent declining 
to pay they sued him in the county court for the differ- 
ence. They relied upon one of their bye-laws, which 
provided that “ any passenger travelling without a ticket, 
or failing or refusing to show or deliver up his ticket,” 
should be required to pay the fare from the station 
whence the train originally started. In the Common 
Pleas Division Lord Coleridge and Mr. Justice Lopes held 
that the bye-law was bad, since it sought to inflict a 
penalty for doing without fraud an act which was, under 
the Railways Clauses Consolidation Act, punishable only 
when done fraudulently. Lord Justice Brett affirmed 
this judgment on the same ground; but Lord Justices 
Bramwell and Cottor arrived at the same conclusion in 
a different way, holding that the penalty could not be 
recoverable otherwise than before justices, as provided 
by the Railways Clauses Consolidation Act, since it was 
a statutory liability enforceable by provisions inconsis- 
tent with any concurrent jurisdiction in the ordinary 
courts. It may be remarked that the company would 
have been equally unsuccessful if they had taken pro- 
ceedings to recover the amount before justices, since the 
bye-law would then, on the authority of Dearden v. 
Townsend (14 W. R. 53, 6 B. & 8. 861), have been held 
to be unreasonable and inconsistent with section 103 of 

the Railways Clauses Consolidation Act, as imposing a 
penalty where there is no fraudulent intent. 

In Cooper v. London and Brighton Railway Come 
pany the plaintiff sued the company for the sum 
of 10s., which he had deposited on taking a sea- 
son ticket. He had signed a memorandum by 
which he agreed to certain conditions, one of which 
was that the ticket should be“ delivered up at the gecre- 
tary’s office on the day after expiry or a forfeiture.” It 
was also provided ‘‘ that the ticket and all benefits and 
advanteges thereof, including the deposit,” should be 
“ absolutely forfeited to the company. . . in case of 
the breach of any of the above conditions.” The plain- 
tiff had not delivered up his ticket till several days after 
it had expired. ‘The judge of the City of London Court 
gave judgment for the plaintiff, with leave to appeal. 
The plaintiff's counsel sought to uphold this judgment 
on the ground that the 10s. was a penalty and not liqui- 
dated damages, and that the plaintiff was entitled to 
equitable relief against the forfeiture; but the Lord 
Chief Baron and Mr. Justice Hawkins held that it was 
impossible to alter the express words of the agreement 


—=—<—=—<———=>= 
relief, since there was nothing inequitable in the cong), 
tions. We may observe that in this case the com 
had specially provided for a forfeiture of the deposit jp 
the event of the ticket not being returned upon a 
day, but in many cases where the conditions have bea 
more vague, season ticket holders who have returned 
tickets at short intervals after the date of expiration hay 
recovered their deposits in the county court. 

The latest case, Langdon v. Howell (27 W. R. 65 
arose out of the transfer of a tourist ticket from Ludloy 
to New Milford and back. The ticket had upon it th 
words “not transferable,” and the holder of it wy 
allowed to break the journey at Hereford. The py. 
chaser of the ticket travelled from Ludlow to Heref 
and afterwards sold the “ forward half” of the ticket 
the respondent, who used it between Hereford and Ney 
Milford. Cockburn, C.J., and Manisty, J., held that th 
appellant was clearly punishable for travelling “ withoy 
having previously paid his fare, and with intent to ayoig 
payment thereof,” within section 103 of the Railway 
Clauses Consolidation Act. It was clear that th 
respondent had bought the ticket in order to avoid pay. 
ing the full fare, the ticket being issued at a lower my 
only because the purchaser was to travel both ways with 
it. 








Rehtews. 


RATING. 


A Practican TREATISE oN THE Law or Ratina. By 
Epwarp James Castiz, Barrister-at-Law. Stevens ¢ 
Sons. 


This book appears to us to be one of considerable valu 
with regard to certain portions of the law of rating. 4 
great deal of the law relating to rates it leaves wholly 
untouched, but we do not think that, if the scope ani 
nature of the work be duly understood, this can be im 
puted toitas a defect. The work commences withs 
brief sketch of the early history of the poor laws, whid 
appears to us to be wholly out of place. We haves 
difficulty in seeing how the author could have thougit 
that a great deal contained in this introduction had ay 
sufficient connection with the body of the work. Om 
would be disposed to conjecture that the author hadé 
one time contemplated writing a work on the poor law 
generally, but, having abandoned that design, hud bees 
unwilling to waste materials collected for the commence 
ment of the work, and had, therefore, brought them into 
a work of a different nature to which they are not ap 
propriate. We should strongly recommend the author 
to omit a great deal of this introduction in any future 
edition. 

Proceeding to the body of the work, we may say tha 
it divides itself into two parts, and deals with two sub- 
jects, viz—1. What is rateable? 2. Howis the value 
of the subject of rating to be estimated? The author 
heads the first part “Occupation”; the second part 
“ Rateable Value.” These, again, are divided into sub- 
ordinate headings. The first chapter deals with the 
question, What amounts to occupation? the second, 
with the question, What is profitable occupation for the 
purpose of rateability ? the third and fourth chapters 
deal with exemptions, and the remaining chapters under 
the head of “Occupation” deal with the rateability of 
certain special and peculiar sortg of property such # 
tolls, machinery, tithes, saleable underwoods, mines, &. 
Under the head of ‘‘ Rateable Value,” there are various 
chapters dealing with the ‘‘ Parochial Principle,” “ Con- 
tributive Value,” ‘‘ Deductions,” and other topics which 
are of importance with regard to the valuation of rateable 
properties, 

It will thus be seen that the work is properly entitled 
& treatise on rating, not on the poor rate, No informa 








signed by the plaintiff, and that he had no ground to 


tion will be found with regard to much of the law on the 
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subject of rates, ¢.g., as to the form in which they must 
be made, the remedy of a person improperly or exces- 
sively rated, the machinery of appeals, and such like 
topics. The author very fairly describes the work in the 
preface by saying that the want has been felt of a work 
showing the general descriptions of rateable property, 
and the mode of ascertaining their value. This want, 
he says, he has endeavoured to supply, and at the same 
time to produce a collection of cases decided upon 
the principle and law of rating as complete as 
possible. So far as we can judge, he has succeeded 
in producing a work of the sort he describes that 
will be very useful. He has incorporated with the 
text very extensive excerpts from the decisions relating 
to the various matters discussed, and these decisions are, 
we think, generally introduced in their chronological 
order. The reader, therefore, gets a clear view of the 
historical origin and development of the various cardinal 
doctrines which govern the subject of valuation, and the 
advantage of this we need hardly point out. 

It is very forcibly borne in upon the mind, in casting the 
eye over the long array of cases that figure in Mr. Castle’s 
book, that however desirable it might have been that the 
courts of justice should deal with the various questions that 
have arisen as to rateable value so as to establish a uni- 
form system throughout the country, in truth the matters 
that they have dealt with hardly fall within the head of 
law properly so called. A great many of the decisions 
really deal with the principles of valuation, and embrace 
topics bordering more nearly on political economy than 
law. With respect, however, to rating matters, as with 
regard to many other matters, it is frequently impossible 
altogether to disentangle legal questions, properly so 
called, from those of fact. The question what the rate- 
able value of a piece of land may be is one which must 
involve legal considerations; for a wrong principle of 
valuation may prove, when the matter is analyzed, to in- 
volve the rating of matters not legally the subject of 
assessment; and, again, it may give benefits or impose 
burdens where the law has not given or imposed them; 
as in the case where the question arises how the value of 
a railway is to be distributed among the parishes through 
which it passes. 








General Correspondence. 


INTESTATES’ ESTATES REVERTING TO 
THE CROWN. 
[Zo the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 

Sir,—It is rarely that so large a sum as £200,000 is 
recovered from the Crown, as in Mrs. Mangin Brown's 
case, but, as a certain number of estates annually revert 
to the Crown by reason of persons dying without known 
next of kin, your readers may like to know how such 
cases are ordinarily dealt with, especially as Mrs. Helen 
Blake’s case, where £140,000 went to the Crown, is still 
pending. The evidence of the late Queen’s Proctor on 
the subject is very interesting. When examined before 
the Legal Departments Commission, he said, “I take 
out letters of administration, and get in all the money 
for the Government in connection with the estates of 
intestate bastards and bona vacantia. . . . I am 
known all over the world, and I correspond with solicitors 
and the people interested before they come to the 
Treasury, . . . I ascertain what the effects are, 
either at the Bank of England or with various public 
bodies. . . . The Solicitor of the Treasury gets in 
the effects. . . . Sometimes there are large and 
heavy pedigree cases. . . I have a lot of adminis. 
trations going in shortly, and among them there is an 
estate worth about £35,000, Occasionally I have much 
heavier amounts even.than that, . . . All these 
estates are vested in the Crown; they belong to her 
Majesty in right of her Royal prerogative. . . , 





When bastards die, there are always plenty of people 


‘only too ready to seize hold of their property and get 


wills made. Not very long ago I had two cases of this 
kind; but the law officers advised there was not suffi- 
cient evidence to justify proceedings. . . . In one 
case there was a commission to America—it was an 
estate worth £70,000, I think. . . . In ordinary 
cases the procedure is this:—I receive a letter stating 
A. B. is dead; that ke had such and such property; that 
he was a bastard, or has left none but illegitimate rela- 
tives. . . . I find out who the next of kin are, or 
the persons to whom the Crown should make grant, and 
I recommend accordingly. . . . Asregards personal 
estate the difficulty is to find out who are the next of 
kin. In one special case there were three or four farms 
in Hampshire worth £25,000 or £30,000. . . . I 
take out forty or fifty administrations in a year. . . .« 
Some are large amounts—£120,000 and sums of that 
sort.” 

I may add that by the Treasury Solicitor Act, 1876, 
the duties of the Queen’s Proctor were transferred to 
the Solicitor of the Treasury, and a parliamentary return 
of this session shows that during the year 1877 a sum 
of £127,876 19s. 11d., was received by the ‘* Crown's 
Nominee” in respect of estates reverting to the Crown. 

Epwarp Preston. 

1, Great College-street, Westminster, June 28. 





A TAXED BILL OF COSTS UNDER THE 
LAND TRANSFER ACT, 1875. 


We have been favoured witha copy of what is believed to be 
the first bill of costs for obtaining registration of title under 
this Act which has been taxed by a taxing master of the 
Chancery Division under the authority of the 73rd section 
of the Land Transfer Act, 1875, and included in the appli- 
cant’s costs, charges, and expenses, as ascertained by the 
registrar pursuant to the 68th section of the Act. 

Absolute title—value not exceeding £2,600. 

The business was transacted by direct correspondence 
between country solicitors and the chief clerk at the office 
of Land Registry. 

£84, 
Attending the trustees, conferring as to the advisability of 
registering the Title, looking through the title deeds, an 
advising and receiving instructions to register on ove 
Drawing and fair copy abstract of title, 7 sheets . 
Fee stamp thereon... eee ote ‘om eve oe e 
Instructions for application for registration ow ove eee 
Drawing same ... ose . eee ove ee ove eee 
Fair copy oe ees os os ad “es tee ane 
Instructiors for description of land ander the 3rd rule, looking 
up the deeis, &, ... eve —“ acs eee ns ose 
Attending the agent of the property for numbers of the houses 
avd names of the tenants, &. ... es <a wd 
Drawing description ... ove 
Fair copy +e iad ie owe one 
Paid for ordnance map of the property... 0 ase wee 
Makiag tracing on linen of the property from the public map 
to leave with description ... oe eve eee wee eee 
Instructions for statutory declaration verifying description 
and particulars ove ove . * oo aes 
Drawing same, 10 folios ons ove 
Attending reading over and settling 
Engrosting . oe 
Stamp and paper oon ove ove . 
Attending declaring ... eee we eee ove 
Paid commisioner’s fee = aa ost ove 
Preparing exhibits on description and extract ... 
Paid marking ... —e one we ow ave 
Fee stamp on filing... ose eee eee eee ove oe 
Writing Mr. —— for 2 probates of wills abstracted =... ave 
Attending his call on his leaving same and giving receipt... 
Drawing and fair copy schedule of deeds to be left at the 
registry with the papers... wre “ on wee ses 
Writing the chief clerk of the office of Land Registry with 
papers and deeds... a ae oe eer 
Fee stamp for examination of the deeds with the abstract 
thereof (lL hour) . ae owe oes ave ene wee 
Drawing advertisement and notice of application, 4 folios. 
Fair copy for registrar... vee ove eve eve eee : 
Paid office stationer's charges for 2 copies 
Attending “ Times ” office to insort eve 


es 


weno Dm —-UAoogm 


oy one one 


~ 
oe 


see ove . 


~ 


- ane oe ove 


BOOK wen HF UMM MH BuawWaogm 


~~ 


Attending Liverpool ‘ Courier " office to insert 
Pai 


© @ecweooooo © © Soeoeocseeoeosooeoso 8S SCoeosc cs Soooowo 
e& GBFUEEFeSSO SF SF EBDUSSAFZCS*GEOGn TG CSKEOR GF SOKVEOHR 


Paid office stationer for copy requisitions on the title, 4 
ae aa eee ee 
The registrar having required evidense that the receipt of 
the rents of the property had been in agoordance with the 
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title for some time, instructions for statutory declaration by 
the agent of the property. ... one oes 
Drawing men fo'ios _~ ae 
Attending reading over and settling 


DH AWWwAOoD 


‘Stamp and paper oe 
Attending declaring ... 
Paid commissioner ‘ 
Fee stamp onfiling ... os a 
Drawing replies to requisitions, 2 folios ... 
oot copy requisitions and replies, 6 folios 


a oer one eee oe 
one oe eee oe ace one 


oe ose oo oe eee 


CSCOAQRSCHROSD 


. - — stationer for copying draft statement of title, 2 
0 gad <baeb.o Cees Gay” > aks sae eee 
Paid him for fair copy statement and forms 
Paid bim for draft entries, 5 folios... ° 
Paid him for copy entries fer our perusal... en eons 
Perusing and settling draft abstract and entries 
Close copy tokeep ... 


Drawing fair copy, notice of application to tenants of the 


— 


ROAMADDBOMOSCDHSOSCOABSOSAOSO SO BF OOSCERA 


Six fair copies, application to tenants of the property for ser- 
vice, and addressing official envelopestothem .. .. 
Postage stamps and regis ration fees 
Duplicate notice for the ottice ooo eee ~ at +000 
Drawing list of names of tenants to whom notices sddressed 
‘Two fair copies... ooo ae ei eee pek ciais eee 
Fee stamps for service of notices ... vee oe 
Attending registry office with notice for service e 
Perusing and settling draft entries in register ... so one 
Copy to keep, 5 folios .., oe ee aes win. eee ee 
Instructions for statutory declaration under 70th section ,.. 
Drawing same, 5 folios ha ‘ae one vine one ose 
Attending declarants, severally reading over, and settling ... 


oe eee one 


Qe avwnnwnwdwyeKwo cr SAOooeS NWA 


~ 


ing we 
Stamp and paper ~~ ooo ave ons ove 
Attending two of the declarants on being declared 
Subsequently attending the other declarant 
Paid commissioner .,. eee use ose ove eco eee 
Fee stamp on filing... al om mine oot ae one 
Paid office solicitor’s charge for searches... ie ret ose 
The chief clerk having informed us that a judgment against 
@ person of the same name as the testator had been found— 
attending one of the applicants thereon, when he informed 


eee 





eoocoocoeceocoooosceossoo co cosceco seeooscoeceooeo 
-_ 


NN PAAWHOM 


~ 





us that it was not the same person as the testator ... 06 8 
Drawing and engrossing certificate to that effect mm ina Se i.4 
Drawing and engrossing certificate of value of the property... 0 6 8 
Attending signing by one of the applicants orl oe @ B28 
Paid ad valorem registration fee ...  ... as cee - 418 0 

Paid case for map ; eae] tatty!) Gee” beige Yo cae gen 
Paid stationer’s charges for entering title on register... .. 0 2 6 
Drawing and engrossing application for land certificate . 06 8 
Fee stamp ose ii on ce pet oH ws « O15 0 
Paid office stationer for engrossing same and parchment ... 0 3 6 
Paid him for making tracing of extract from public map ... 0 3 6 
BOUL cha AiR ty dase ie Siaes . bist dee - 010 0 

£31 2 7 

ANALYSIS, 

: ae a © 
Sclicitor’s charges ; as o: oer GF 4 
Land registry charges, viz. :— 

Fee stamps... ed coat a ea 
Office stationery, &c. ... Peet) 
Charge for searches ... ... 017 4 
te ane 8§ 14 GF 
Advertising charges... pei is as = 2 
Other disbursements ; “2 Se 
£81 2 7 





The costs of taxation have not been included in the above. 
They were of the usual character. Upon the sale of the 
property, which was contemplated when the title was regis- 
tered, the vendors saved the cost of preparing an abstract of 
title and of perusing, copying, and examining the engross- 
ment of a formal conveyance—tay about £5; but they had 
te supply to the purchaser a statutory declaration, verifying 
the execution of the transfer by them, the cost of which was 
about £1, thus leaving a net gain in respect of the costs of 
the sale of the property amounting to about £4, In the 
case of another property, the value of which did not exceed 
£700, registered by the ssme persons, the office fees were 


£8 10s. 6d. only. The other charges were the same as the 
above. 








The total cost of thenew Palace of Justice at Brussels, is 
estimated, in the report addressed to the Chamber of 
Deputies, at about 44,000,600f. It will still require five 
years to complete, 


The London correspondent of the Manchester Guardian 
states that Mr. Sheldon Amos, the professor of jurisprnd- 
ence in University College, London, is compelled by ill- 
health to give up residence in this country, and that he and 
Mrs. Amos will shortly leave England for Australia. 


Cases uf the Week. 


Restrictive Covenant— Covenant RvuNNING witg 
Lanp—ACTION BY AssiGNBE OF CoveNANTEE—NOTICE,—In 
a case of Renals v. Cowlishaw, before the Court of Appeal 
on the 1st inst., the action was brought by the assignee of g 
person, with whom the defendant’s predecessor had entered 
into a restrictive covenant as to the use of the defendant's 
land, to restrain the defendant from using his land contrary 
to that covenant. The plaintiff had purchased part of an 
estate, of which the original covenantee was the owner at 
the time when the contract was entered into, but the plain. 
tiff when he took his conveyance had no notice of the 
existence of the covenant, Under these circumstances Hall, 
V.C., held (26 W. R. 754, L. R. 9 Ch. D. 125), that the 
plaintiff was not entitled to the benefit of the covenant, and 
this decision was affirmed by the Court of Appeal (James, 
Baggallay, and Thesiger, L.JJ.) 





TREsPASS—INTERFERENCE WITH Lecat RicutT—Damacg 
—JuRISDICTION IN Equiry—Jupicature Act, 1873, s. 16— 
Common Law Procepure Act, 1854, s. 82:—In a case of 
Stocker v. Planet Building Society, before the Master of the 
Rolls on the 27th ult., his lordship acted on a view which 
he has previously expressed as to the effect of the Judica- 
ture Actin extending theold power of the Court of Chancery 
with regard toinjanctions, The question was whether the 
court would grant an injunction under the following circum- 
stances :—The plaintiff was lessee of the defendants, who 
themselves held under a lease containing covenants to 
repair. The lease to the plaintiff contained a similar 
covenant to repair, and also the usual power of re-entry, 
The property consisted of cottages, let by the plaintiff to 
weekly tenants, which were out of repair, and notice to do 
the necessary works had been given to the plaintiff by the 
defendants. They now, by the consent of the actual 
occupiers, but without having obtained that of the plain- 
tiff, had put up scaffolding and had commenced to do the 


junction to restrain them from trespassing on his prop- 
erty, and for an order directing the removal of the scaffold- 
ing poles. It was contended for the defendants that this 
court had no power to grant an injunction in such a case, 
this not being one in which the Court of Chancery 
would have done so; that, moreover, the consent of the 
occupiers had been obtained ; and that no actual damage 
was shown—in fact the plaintiff was benefited ; that in faot 
there bad been no re-entry by the defendants; and that, 
on the balance of convenience, tle injunction ought not to 
be granted. The Master of the Rolls was of opinion that 
the act of the defendants was clearly wrongful, their only 
right being to re-enter. The weekly tenants had no right 
to interfere with the structure, and could give the defend- 
ants no such leave as alleged. On the facts he considered 
there had been no re-entry by the defendants, and that all 
they had done was a mere act of trespass, and the only 
question really was whether he had now jurisdiction to re- 
strain the same. The Court of Chancery used not to in- 
terfere in such a case, except in certain very strong cases— 
as of destructive waste, or something of that sort ; and prior 
to the Common Law Procedure Act, 1854, there was no 
mode of stopping such # trespass by injunction. Section 
82 of that Act was, however, especially passed to give the 
plaintiff, before judgment, the right to stop any trespass ; 
and by the Judicature Act, 1873, that power was now 
vested in him as a judge of the High Court. The ques- 
tion of damage he thonght he ought not to consider. 
Every man was entitled to enjoy his property in his own 
way, and where there was an admitted case of trespass— 
such @ case as would at common law have been treated a8 
undefended, and the injanction a matter of course—he 
considered the court ought not to consider the actnal 
amount of injury, but should, as a matter of right, grant 
the injunction. He then granted the injunction asked for 
until the trial. 





Pracrice—R«cetveER—APPoINTMENT OF PLAINTIFF'S 
Soticiron A Parry ro Cavse—Sezcuriry.—In a case of 
In re Lloyd, before the Court of Appeal on the 2nd inst., & 





question arose as to the propriety of an order which had been 


repairs themselves. The plaintiff now moved for an in- - 
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made by Malins, V.C., appointing one of the partners in the 
firm of the solicitors for the plaintiff receiver in the action. 
The plaintiff was a solicitor, and was the sole executor of a 
will, the validity of which was disputed, and the defendant 
‘was the widow of the testator. Proceedings had been com- 
menced in the Probate Division to try the validity of the will, 
and the action was brought in the Chancery Division, claiming 
the appointment of a receiver of the real and personal estate 
of the testator pendente lite. The rental of the real estate 
was £3,500 a year, and the personal estate was of large 
amount. In the chancery action the plaintiff’s firm acted as 
his solicitors, and they also acted for the defendant. On a 
motion being made for the appointment of a receiver, the 
plaintiff was proposed, and the solicitors consented on behalf 
of the defendant to bis being appointed. He was accordingly 
appointed by the Vice-Chancellor upon his giving security by 
paying £2,000intocourt. Theappointment was made without 
the personal knowledge of thedefendant, and withouther express 
consent or authority. Some time after, she, appearing then 
by different solicitors, moved before Fry, J., to discharge the 
order. His lordship refused the application, considering that 
the Vice-Chancellor had exercised his judgment, and the 
matter was then taken to the Court of Appeal (Jessel, M.R., 
and Brett and Cotton, L.JJ.), who discharged the order, 
on the ground that it was improper and contrary to 
the practice of the court to appoint a partner 
in the firm of the plaintiff's solicitors receiver in 
the action. Jessel, M.R., said that the appointment 
was an improper one for this reason, that it was 
ithe duty of the plaintiff’s solicitors to attend the taking of 
the receiver’s accounts, So strictly was it their duty that, 
a8 @ general rule, no one else was allowed to attend. How 
was it possible that that duty could be properly discharged 
when a partner in their own firm was the receiver? Their in- 
terest would be in conflict with their duty, and that alone was 
asufficient legal ground for discharging the order, without 
imputing to them any intentional improper conduct. More- 
over, it was, as a general rule, contrary to the practice and 
improper to appoint one of the parties to the cause receiver. 
The fact that the plaintiff was a partner in the solicitors’ 
firm, and that the same solicitors represented both plaintiff 
and defendant, did not seem to have been present to the 
Vice-Chancellor’s mind. But, even if it was, the Master of the 
Rolls was afraid he must call it a dereliction of duty on the 
part of the solicitors as representing the defendant to consent 
‘to the appointment. It was their duty to their client, the 
‘defendant, to point out to the court that the appointment 
‘was not a proper one. Such an appointment would destroy 
the great value of the appointment of a receiver, and was so 
wrong that, without imputing to the solicitors any inten- 
tional impropriety, it must be discharged, with costs, to be 
paid by the plaintiff. Brett, L.J., said that it was the duty 
of the solicitors to have resisted the appointment of the 
plaintiff as receiver, and that he himself ought to have 
resisted it if proposed by his partners. Cotton, L.J., said 
that it was of the greatest importance to the proper discharge 
by the plaintiff’s solicitors of their duty of checking the 
receiver's accounts that they should have independent powers, 
and it was almost impossible that the duty could jbe properly 
discharged when the receiver was member of their own 
firm. Without the express consent of the defendant it was 
rong to make the appointment, 


Practice—Onrp, 55, zk. 2—SEcurRITy ror Costs ALREADY 
IncurrED.—In a case of Massey v. Allen and another, be- 
fore Hall, V.C., on the 26th ult., upon a motion 
by one of the defendants that the plaintiff might 
‘be ordered within fourteen days to give security 
in the sum of £1,000, to answer costs in the 
‘action, the question arose whether, under ord. 55, r. 2, 
‘the judge had jorisdiction to order security to the amount 
‘Olaimed, being made up, as it was, for the greater part, of 
costa already incurred. The application was supported 
‘by'an affidavit of the managing clerk to the defendants’ 
solicitor, who stated, in general terms, that Allen's costs, 
including the costs of the hearing, would amount to the sum 
for which security wasasked. His lordship, in giving judg- 
‘ment in favour of the motion, said that the result of the in- 
vestigation which had been made into the authorities on the 
point led him to conclude that, according to the common 


daw practice, security was extended to past as well as to 


now substantially adopted, by the rule above referred :to, 
as the universal — of the High Court. No doubt 
there might be special cases in which a party might no 
be entitled to obtain security for past ports. the — 
vations of James, L.J., in The Republic of Costa Rica vy. 
Erlanger (24 W. R. 955), on the point must be taken to 
have reference to the special circumstances of that ease. 
In the present ease his lordship could see no reason why 
in the exercise of his discretion, he should confine the 
security to future costs, and he accordingly made an order 
that the plaintiff should procure some sufficient person to 
give security by bond for £1,000, or should pay that 
amount into court to answer costs. The costs of the appli- 
cation were made costs in the cause. A similar application 
was made by the other defendant on the 3rd inst., when 
ps lordship made an order for security to the extent of 
00. 


SHERirr—OxgDER Nist ON SHERIFF TO MAKE RETURN TO 
Wait—Costs aGainsT SHeRtr¥.—In a case of Hall v. Ley, 
Vice-Chancellor Hall made an order against the Sheriff of 
Surrey, condemning him in the costs of the application for 
an order nisi, as well as of the order of course to make a re- 
turn to a writ of fi. fa. His lordship, in making the order, 
followed a case of Evans v. Davies (7 Beav. 81). When 
the order came to be drawn up, the registrar of the day, 
Mr. Clowes, raised the objection that the case cited was 
in fact no precedent, as the parties there had, in the event, 
come to an arrangement, and the order was never drawn 
up. His lordship, however, adhered to his decision ; and, 
saying that he would himself establish the precedent, 
directed the order to be drawn up. 





Practice—Rwvtes or Court—Orp. 16, zr. 13—Partrizs 
ADDED AS DEFENDANTS AFTER IS3UE JOINED—FORMOF ORDER, 
—The action of the Marquis of Londonderry v. The Rhos- 
wydol Lead Mining Company (Limited) (1877, L. No. 166), 
was brought with the object of preventing the pollution of a 
stream by the workings of the company’s mines, and the 
plaintiff had two years ago obtained an injunction until the 
hearing. Issue had been joined in July, 1878, since which 
time no farther step had been taken in the action, until the 
plaintiff, having obtained inspection of certain books and 
papers, and learning thereby that two of the directors of 
the company had in fact managed all its affairs, on the 
28th ult. applied before Vice-Chancellor Hall to add 
them as defendants to the action. The application, which 
was resisted by the company, was originally made in 
chambers, where it failed, but being renewed by motion, 
with further evidence, was granted, the Vice-Chancellor 
being of opinion upon the evidence that the plaintiff had 
proved that the two directors might be able to give material 
information, and had sufficiently established bis right to 
have made them defendants in the first instance. As, how- 
ever, the evidence now supplied might have been prodaced 
on the application at chambers, the plaintiff must pay the 
costs of the present motion, and the costs of the sammong 
in chambers would be made costs in the cause. Consider- 
able discussion took place as to the form of the order, 
which was eventually settled by his lordship in the follow- 
ing terms :—Order that the plaintiff be at liberty to amend 
his writ of sammons and statement of claim by adding 
A. B. and C. D. as defendants, with proper statements to 
charge them. And it is ordered that A. B. and C. D. have 
power to make defence as if the writ had been served upon 
them at the date of amendment. And it is ordered that 
the costs of the plaintiff and defendants of the said order 
dated, &o. [order in chambers], be costs in the action, and 
that the plaintiff do pay to the defendants their costs of 
this application, such costs to be taxed, &c. 





PracticE—Costs—Onyect oF Suir ATraInep.—In a 
case of Ranken v. Longbourne, before Fry, J., on the 30th 
ult., the action was brought by a cestui que trust to compel 
the defendant (a trustee) to make good a breach of ‘trust. 
The object of the suit had been attained, and it was 
brought on for hearing simply on the question of costs. One 
question was as to the costs incurred subsequent to the date 
when the plaintiff had obtained that for which she was 





fature costs, and that practice he considered to have been 





suing. Fry, J., said that the question was whether after 
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that date it would have been reasonable that the plaintiff 
should have required the defendant to submit to have the 

uestion of costs determined upon motion. He did not 
think that the plaintiff was bound to make such a motion, 
for the court must have dismissed it unless the defendant 
consented toit, All that the case of Morgan v. The Great 
Eastern Railway Company (1 H. & M. 78) showed was that 
the plaintiff under such circumstances ought to apply to 
the defendant to consent to have the question of costs deter- 
mined on motion. In the present case, however, bis lord- 
ship thought there was no necessity for the plaintiff’s mak- 
ing such an application, for at the last moment the 
defendant had, by his pleading to the plaintiff’s reply, 
raised the unreasonable contention that he was entitled to be 

aid all his costs by the plaintiff. The result was that the 
Yefendant must pay the costs of the action. 





ADMINISTRATION OF ASSETS—DIRECTION THAT EXEcu- 
TORS SHALL Pay DeEsts—Devise or Reat Estate To 


Exrcutors—CuHarGe or Desrs—W111—Constructon.— ‘ 


In a case of Bailey v. Bailey, before Fry, J., on the 30th 
ult., the question arose whether by the will of a testator a 
charge of his debts had been created on some specifically 
devised real estate. He directed that his debts should be 
paid by his executors thereinafter named, and he named 
two persons trustees and executors of his will. He 
then devised to his trustees certain freehold estates, 
on trust for his four daughters and their respective 
children, and he devised another freehold estate absolutely 
to a son who was one of his executors, and another freehold 
estate absolutely to another son, who was not an executor. 
He devised and bequeathed the residue of his estate, real 
and personal, to his trustees, upon trust for his wife for her 
life, with remainder equally among his four daughters and 
two sons. ‘The four daughters and two sons were his only 
children, and they all survived bim. The personal estate 
was insufficient for the payment of his debts. The action 
was for the administration of the estate. It was contended 
that the real estates specifically devised to the executors on 
trust for the daughters and their children were charged by 
implication with the payment of the debts, but that the 
estate devised to the son, who was executor, beneficially 
was notso charged. In support of this contention the case of 
Warren vy. Davies (2 M. & K. 49) was relied upon, in which 
the Master of the Rolis (Sir John Leach) said, ‘* Where a 
testator directs his debts and legacies to be paid by his execu- 
tors after named, all property given to the persons who are 
named executors jointly will be charged with payment of the 
debts and legacies’’; but held that an estate devised to one of 
the persons who also happened to be named as an executor 
was not for that reason to be considered as devised to the 
executors, and charged with the payment of the debts and 
legacies within the intention of the testator. Fry, J., how- 
ever, said that the rule thus laid down was not to be taken 
in its utmost generality. That this was so was shown b 
the subsequent case of Wasse v. Heslington (3 M. & rd 
495), where it was held by the same judge that when 
a testator directs that his debts and funeral expenses are 
to be paid by his executors, it is primd facie to be con- 
sidered that he means the payment to be made by them 
out of the funds which come to their hands as executors. 
But whether he intended that all the property which 
he gives to his execntors shall be subject to the pay- 
ment of his debts and legacies must be gathered from 
the whole will. That showed that the question was 
me of intention, and Fry, J., could not see in the present 
case any intention of making this inequality between the 
son and the daughters. He held, therefore, that neither the 
estate devised in trust for the danghters, nor the estate 
devised to the son (executor) beneficially, were charged with 
the debts. But he held that the residuary real estate was 
so charged. 





Ratwayr Compasy—Sratcutory Powers—D1version 
or Petvare Stkzam—Raiuways Cravuses Act, 1845, 8. 16, 
—In a case of Pugh v. The Golden Valley Railway Company, 
before Fry, J., on the 1st inst., the question arose whether, 
under section 16 of the Railways Clauses Act, 1845, a 
railway company has power to stop up and divert the course 
of a non-navigable stream, when it is not shown to be 
absolutely necessary for the ‘construction of the railway. 
In the particular case the company’s line crossed a private 


circuitous course. The railway ran on an embankment, ang 
instead of building two bridges across the river, the com. 
pany stopped up the bed of the river at both the crossings. 
y the embankment, and diverted the river into a otraight 
artificial channel, or goit, between the two points of crossi 
It was convenient to the company to do this, as they saved 
the expense of building the bridges, and constructed the 
embankment with the earth which they dug out of the goit, 
But there was no absolute necessity for doing it. Fry, J, 
was of opinion that, on the proper construction of section 16, 
the company were justified in doing what they had done, 
But he held that he onght to follow the decision to g 
contrary effect of the Court of Queen’s Bench in Zhe 
Queen v. The Wycombe Railway Company (15 W. R. 489, 
L. R. 2 Q. B. 310), affirmed and adopted as it had been 
Jessel, M.R., in Fenwick v. The East London Railway 
Company (23 W. R.901, L. R. 20 Eq. 544). He, therefore, 
at the instance of a landowner from the boundary of whose 
land the stream had been diverted, restrained the com any 
from continuing the obstruction of the stream, suspending, 
however, the operation of the injunction for six month s, 








Appututnurents, Ete. 


Mr. Wynne Epwin Baxter, solicitor (of the firm of 
Wynne, Baxter, & Rance), of 9, Lawrence Pountney-hill, 
has been appointed Clerk to the Gold and Silver Wire 
Drawers’ Company, in succession to Mr. Charles Gammon, 
deceased. Mr. Baxter was admitted a solicitor in 1867, and: 
is one of the under-sheriffs of London and Middlesex for the 
present year. He is also clerk to the Farriers’ Company 
and solicitor to the Shipwrights’ Company. 


Mr. Joun ALEXANDER Brand, solicitor, has been ap- 
pointed Comptroller of ;the Bridge House Estates of the 
City of London, on the resignation of his uncle, Mr. 
Ferdinand Brand. Mr. J. A. Brand was born in 1829, and 
was admitted a solicitor in 1850. He has been for severab 
years a clerk in the comptroller’s office. 


Mr. Justice BowEn has received the honour of Knighthood. 


Mr. Grorcz CHEESMAN, solicitor, of Brighton, has been 
appointed a Commissioner to administer Oaths in the 
Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Mr. Warry CastTett Damant, solicitor, of Cowes, has. 
been appointed a Commissioner to administer Oaths in the 
Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Mr. DaniEt Joun Evans, solicitor (of the firm of Thomp- 
sons, Phillips, & Evans), of Stamford and Uppingham, has 
been appointed Clerk of the Peace for the Borough of 
Stamford. Mr. Evans was admitted in Easter Term, 1866, 
and is clerk to the magistrates for the Liberty at Peter- 
borough (St. Martin’s Petty Sessional Division), and to the 
Oundle (Stamford) Division of the county of Northampton, 


Mr. Joun Forsuaw, solicitor, of Preston, has been elected 
an Alderman for that Borough. Mr. Forshaw was ad- 
mitted a solicitor in 1860. 

Mr, Witu1aM StrePHeNs Jones, solicitor (of the fiem of 
Jones & Forrester), of Malmesbury, has been elected 
President of the Gloucestershire Law Society for the ensuing. 
year. Mr. Jones was admitted a solicitor in 1846, and he 
is clerk to the county magistrates at Malmesbury and to the 
Luckington Schoo! Board. 


Sir Joun Metxor, knight, has been sworn in as a member 
of the Privy Council, on resigning his office as a judge of 
the Queen’s Bench Division. Sir J. Mellor is the son of 
Mr. John Mellor, and was born in 1809. He was educated at 
Leicester Grammar School, and was called to the bar at the 
Inner Temple in Trinity Term, 1833. He practised for 
many years on the Midland Circuit, and became a Queen’s 
Counsel in 1851. He was recorder of Warwick from 1849 
till 1852, and recorder of Leicester from 1855 till 1861. He 
was M.P, for Yarmouth in the Liberal interest from 1857 
till 1859, when he was elected M.P. for Nottingham, and in 
1861 he was appointed a judge of the Court of Queen’s 
Bench, and in the following year received the honour of 
knighthood. Sir J. Mellor is a bencher of the Inner 
Temple. 


Mr. Metvitve Porrat has been elected Chairman of the 
Hampshire Quarter Sessions, on the resignation of Viscount 
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Mr. Tomas WALL, solicitor, of Stourbridge, has been 
elected Clerk to the Stourbridge Board of Guardians, 
Assessment Committee, Rural Sanitary Authority, and 
School Attendance Committee. Mr. Wall was admitted a 
golicitor in 1867. 

Mr. Jonn Totver Waters, solicitor (of the firm of 
Preston & Waters), of Yarmouth, has been appointed Deputy- 
Coroner for the Borough of Great Yarmouth. Mr. Waters 
was admitted a solicitor in 1871. 


—— 








Obituary. 


MR. EDWARD JOHN LLOYD, Q.C. 


Mr. Edward John Lloyd, Q.C., many years a judge of 
ounty courts, died at Hill Side, St. Leonards, on the lat 
aalt., at the age of eighty. Mr. Lloyd was born in 1799, 
and was educated at Trinity College, Cambridge, where he 
graduated as a Wrangler in 1822. He was called to the 
dar at Lincoln’s-inn in Hilary Term, 1825, and practised 
in the Court of Chancery. The present Master of the 
Rolls was one of his pupils. He became a Queen’s Counsel 
in 1849, and for fourteen years enjoyed a good share of 
the leading business in the Rolls Court. In 1863 Mr. 
Lloyd received from Lord Westbury the appointment of 
judge of the Bristol County Court (Circuit No. 54), and 
he presided over that important court for eleven years, 
but in 1874 he was compelled, by increasing infirmity, to 
‘retire upon a pension. Mr. Lloyd was a bencher of Lin- 
ooln’s-inn. Many of our readers will remember that his 
eldest son, Mr. Edward Lloyd, was in April, 1870, 
murdered by brigands in the neighbourhood of Athens. 





MR. WILLIAM BUNN. 


Mr. William Bunn, solicitor, died at his residence, The 
Boltons, Ipswich, on the 12th ult. Mr. Bunn was admitted 
a solicitor in 1834, and practised for over forty years at 
Tpswich, but a few i ago he retired from practice on 
account of failing health. He had suffered for some time from 
a painful internal complaint, and from this cause and through 
the serious illness of his son, his mind had become affected, 
tnd on the 12th ult. he committed suicide. An inquest 
‘was held upon the body, and a verdict of “suicide while in 
astate of unsound mind” was returned. The occurrence 
has caused great sorrow in the town of Ipswich, where Mr. 
Bunn was very greatly respected. He was for many years 
chairman of the Ipswich Gas Light Company. 


MR. JOHN HOWARD. 


Mr. John Howard, solicitor, town clerk of Portsmouth, 
died rather suddenly at that place on the 17th ult, Mr. 
Howard was born in 1808, and was admitted a solicitor in 
1830, having been articled to his brother, the late Mr. 
Franklin Howard, whom he succeeded in 1836, as town 
clerk and clerk of the peace for the borough, which offices 
he retained until his death. He was for several years clerk 
to the old Court of Record, and had been registrar of the 
Portsmouth County Court (Circuit No. 51) ever since the 
passing of the County Courts Act, 1846, and he was also 
district registrar under the Judicature Acts. Mr. Howard 
discharged his various public duties with great tact and 
ability, and as town clerk his services had been especially 
valuable. A few years ago he was presented with a public 
testimonial in recognition of his services in obtaining a 
satisfactory settlement of the long litigation on the subject 
of the foreshores, Mr. Howard’s health had long been 
delicate, and a few weeks ago Mr. Alexander Hellard had 
been appointed to assist him in the capacity of deputy town 
clerk, but his death was unexpected. He was buried at the 
Portsmouth Cemetery on the 2ist ult. 


— 


MR. ROBERT GREEN WATSON. 


Mr. Robert Green Watson, solicitor and notary (of the 
frm of Cunliffe & Watson), of Preston and Garstang, died 
at his residence, 15, Chaddock-atreet, Preston, on the 15th 


solicitor in 1846. He had ever since practised at Preston, 
having also had for several years a branch office at Garstang, 
and for some time he was associated in partnership with 
Mr. John Cunliffe. Mr. Wateon was a notary public, and 
one of the aldermen of the borough of Preston, and was for 
several years one of the deputy coroners for the County 
Palatine of Lancaster. He was also registrar of the Gar- 
stang County Court (Circuit No.4), clerk to the county 
magistrates at Garstang, and solicitor to the Preston Trade 
Protection Society. Mr. Watson’s funeral took place at 
the Preston Cemetery on the 19th ult., and was attended 
by the mayor and many of the members of the corporation. 
At the Garstang Petty Sessions on the 19th ult. the chair- 
man (Major Cunliffe) alluded to the great loss which the 
magistrates had sustained through the death of their clerk, 
yo paid a high tribute to the character and abilities of the 


je 
Semel 


MR. GEORGE ROWLAND THOMPSON. 


Mr. George Rowland Thompson, solicitor, one of the 
coreners for the county of Westmoreland, died rather suddenly 
at his residence, Bongate-hall, Appleby, on the 15th ult. Mr. 
Thompson was the son of Mr. George Thompson, of Appleby. 
He was admitted a solicitor in 1858, and practised in that 
town until his death. In 1861 he succeeded his father as 
coroner for the East and West Wards of the county of West- 
moreland, and he was also clerk to the justices for the East 
Ward of the county. Mr. Thompson was a commissioner for 
oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature, and a perpetual 
commissioner for the counties of Camberland and Westmore- 
land, and he had a good private practice. 





MR. JULIUS GABORIAN SHEPHERD. 


Mr. Julius Gaborian Shepherd, solicitor, died recently at 
Luton, in his eightieth year. Mr. Shepherd was the son of 
Mr. James Shepherd, of Faversham, where he was born in 
1800. He was admitted a solicitor in 1820, and practised 
for nearly thirty years at Faversham, first in partnershi 
with his father, and subsequently with Mr. James T: . 
For several years he was clerk to the borough and county 
eee to the Faversham Commissioners of Sewers, and 
to the Commissioners of Income, Property, Land, and Assessed 
Taxes. His firm were also joint clerks to the old Court of 
Record for the borough. . About thirty years ago he removed 
to Halstead, and ten years later to Luton, where he re- 
mained in practice until his death. Mr. Shepherd was a 
commissioner for oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature, 
and a perpetual commissioner for Bedfordshire and Hertford- 
shire, and he had a large criminal and county court practice 
in thedistrict. For the last few years he had been associated 
in partnership with Mr, Alfred Ewen. 


CHIEF JUSTICE SMITH. 


The Hon. Philip Anstie Smith, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the Gold Coast Colony, died at Accra on 
the lst of May. The deceased Chief Jastice was born in 
1824. He was called to the bar at the Inner Temple in 
Hilary Term, 1851, and practised for several years on the 
Western Circuit, and at the Somersetshire, Bath, and Bristol 
Sessions. In 1868 he was appointed a district judge for 
the Island of Jamaica, and for eight years he presided over 
the district court at Montego Bay. In 1876 he was 
was appointed Chief Justice and Judge of the Vice- 
Admiralty Court of the Bahama Islands, He occupied 
that post till last year, when he became Chief Justice of 
the Gold Coast Colony. Mr. Smith’s widow survived him 
only three weeks, dying on her passage back to England. 





At the Devonshire Quarter Sessions, on Tuesday, a letter 
was read from Sir Stafford Northcote, stating that ever 
since he was appointed chairman of the quarter sessions he 
had felt that it was inconvenient he should continue to hold 
that position nominally, and he had more than once men- 
tioned this, but had been over-persuaded to remain. It was 
clear, however, that the time had come when he should 
definitively say he did not wish his name to be submitted 





ult. Mr. Watson was born in 1820, and was admitted a 


for re-election. 
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INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 

The following notice was received on the 9th of June, 
1879, for the annual general meeting of the Incorporated 
Law Society of the United Kingdom, to be held om the 11th 
of July, 1879:—22, Queen-street, City, E.C., London, June 
7, 1879.—Dear Sir,—I beg to give notice that I shall, at the 
annual meeting of the society on the 11th day of July next, 
move the following resolutions: -‘'1. That the annual 
meeting of the society ought to be held at some less busy 
period of the year, when the members would have more 
time to discuss questions which concern the welfare of them- 
selves and their clients. 2. That the library ought to be 
placed on the same footing as those of the Inns of Court, 
and that, subject to certain guarantees and securities, the 
books should be lent out for short periods to members of the 
society.”” On the motion for the adoption of the report I 
intend also to draw the attention of the society to the con- 
tinued waste of professional time at judges’ chambers, not- 
withstanding the new regulations, and to the almost daily 
increasing and unnecessary trouble and vexation to which 
Solicitors are put in the practice of their profession, and in 
the honest discharge of their onerous duties to their clients 
and the public at large.—Yours truly, Epmunp Kimser.— 
E. W. Williamson, Esq. 


LAW ASSOCIATION. * 


At the usual monthly meeting of the directors, held at 
the hall of the Incorporated Law Society, Chancery-lane, on 
Thursday, the 3rd inst., the following being present, viz., Mr. 
Edward Tylee, chairman, and Messrs. Boodle, Burt, Lucas, 
Sawtell, Sidney Smith, Parkin, Scadding, Cronin, and 
Desborough, &c., and A. B. Carpenter, secretary, grants 
of £30 were'made to members, and the ordinary general 
business was transacted. 





UNITED LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 

The weekly meeting of this society was held at 
Clement’s-inn Hall, Strand, on Wednesday last, Mr. W. 
Doweon in thechair. Mr. E.H. Quicke, the hon. secretary 
for societies in union, announced that the Union Prize for 
this year had been awarded to Mr. T. Mott Whitehouse, 
an ordinary member of the Wolverhampton Law Students’ 
Society, for an essay on the Law of Contributory Negli- 
gence. The committee also desired that honourable 
mention should be made of the essay contributed by 
Mr. E. T. Cresswell, also of the Wolverhampton Society. 
Thirteen members of ‘societies in union competed for the 
Prize, the majority of the essays being of considerable 
merit. The society was engaged in the settling of some 
additional rules for ths regulation of the legal debates. 





Pew OrvVers, Ete. 


EXTRADITION. 

The Gazette of Tuesday contains an Order in Council that 
an ordinance enscted by the Legislature of Griqualand West 
in reference to extradition shall have effect in that province 
without modification or alteration as if it were part of the 
Act of 1870, 


WILD FOWL PRESERVATION ACT. 

The Gazette of Tuesday contains orders that the time during 
which the killing, wounding, and taking of wild fowl is 
prohibited by the above-mentioned Act shall be varied in 
the Isle of Ely, the counties of Huntingdon and Monmouth, 
the port of Holland (Lincoln), and the Liberty of Peter- 
borough, so as to be from the Ist of March to the 1st of 
August in each year. 





At « special meeting of county justices, held at Preston on 
Tuesday, it was unanimously resulved to offer Mr. Higgin, 
Q.C., chairman of Salford Quarter Sessions, the stipendiary 
chairmanship of Preston Quarter Sessions, at a salary of £800 
& year. 


—_—— 
—7 


Leqal Pews. 


Lord Mount-Edgcumbe has resigned the chairm 
the Cornwall County Sessions, his daties as Lord Ch 
lain preventing him from attending the sessional meetings; 
and Lord Eversley has resigned the office of chairman of the 
Court of Quarter Sessions for Hants. 


At the Essex Quarter Sessions, on Tuesday, a letter Wag 
read from Mr. R. B. Wingfield Baker, formerly M.P, fop 
South Essex, resigning his post as one of the chairmen of 
the court. The resignation was accepted, and a vote of 
thanks was passed to Mr. Baker. 


Mr. Motteram, Q.C., the judge of the Birmingham 
County Court, in the course of a bankruptoy case recently 
heard before him, remarked that since the new Bills of 
Sale Act had been passed there had, so far as his experi. 
ence went, been a great many more bills of sale than there 
used to be, and he could not help thinking that they were 
notone whit more honest than formerly, and thatall they had 
got by legislation was disadvantageous to creditors, as bills 
of sale were now getting into use among a lower class of 
people. 

In replying to the toast of “The Judges” at the Mansion 
House last week, the Lord Chief Justice of England said, 
although ‘he could not presume, like his learned friend Mr, 
Chitty, to speak in the name of the “ Devil’s Own,”’ he yes 
had to return thanks for a body of men whose rankg 
had recently been recruited by the Attorney-General’s devi} 
(Sir Charles Bowen), the newly-appointed member of tha 
judicial bench. If the whole range of the profession had 
been searched through there could not have been a better 
appointment, as far as eminent University training, profound 
learning, and high legal attainments were concerned, than 
that of his learned colleague, Mr. Justice Bowen. 


On the 26th ult. the Court of Common Council of the city 
of London proceeded to elect the controller, an important 
office rendered vacant by the retirement, after forty years” 


dates, all being solicitors, and on a show of hands they were 
reduced to three—viz., Mr. Edwin Andrew, Mr. John AY 
Brand, and Mr. Walter Hughes. A poll was then taken, 
and Mr. Brand received 125 votes, Mr. Hughes 85, and Mr, 
Andrew 77. A further poll was taken between Mr. Brand 
and Mr. Hughes, and the former, who is the nephew of the 
late controller, and for some years his chief clerk, was 
declared elected by 106 votes to 51. Mr. Brand returned 
thanks for his election, and the court adjourned. 


In reply to a question put by Mr. Anderson in the House 
of Commons on the 30th ult, respecting a statement in a 
letter from the Lord Chief Justice on the Criminal Code (In- 
dictable Offences) Bill, the Attorney-General said: I have 
read and considered most carefully the letter of the Lord 
Chief Justice of England alluded to in the question of. the 
hon. member. It appears to me to be clear that when he 
wrote that letter the attention of his lordship had not been 
drawn to the report of the commissioners who revised the 
Criminal Code. I say this because in that report excellent 
reasons are given for the insertion of clause 19 in the Bill, 
and by the same report it is also very clearly shown that it 
would not be advisable at present to attempt a larger mea 
sure of codification than that contained in the bill. Per- 
haps, owing to the condition of public business, it will not be 
possible to proceed with the code this session ; but I shoul d 
not propose to withdraw the Bill for the reasons suggested by 
the hon. gentleman. 

At the Bow-street Police Court on the 29th ult., the 
adjourned discussiun relative to the construction of the 
German Extradition Treaty, in the case of a Berlin wine 
merchant who had been arrested in London for certain 
alleged forgeries and frauds, for which he had been tried and 
sentenced in his own country, was heard by Sir James Ing- 
ham, who informed Mr. Besley that his able argument on the 
last occasion had satisfied Mr. Meyer, of the German 
Consulate, that he could not claim the defendant’s extra- 
dition on the ground that he had escaped from prison before 
the completion of his sentence, But a second warran 
accusing the defendant of fraud and forgery, accompani 
the evidence transmitted in the former case, and this the 
defendant’s counsel would have to meet. Mr. 
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mere consequence of the failure of the first warrant on which 
the defendant was arrested; because, happily, in this 
country it was not the practice to retain a person in custody 
under such circumstances. With respect to the charges of 
forgery and fraud the _——— had failed in two most 
essential particulars, They had given no evidence of the 
handwriting of the defendant or of his personal identity. 
Mr. Meyer said that an official from Berlin had admitted his 
jnability to identify the defendant on his first arrival; but 
afterwards, on seeing the defendant in the dock, he had 
satisfied himself of the fact that he was the man who uttered 
the forged order for wine, although he could not speak to 
the handwriting of the defendant. Mr. Besley contended 
that this was insufficient according to the English law, which 
did not regard the uttering of a forged document as proof of 
the forgery ; while as to the question of identity, he thought 
the court would attach little or no importance to the evid- 
ence of a person who began by picking out the wrong man 
as the guilty person, and then altered his views afterwards 
“on reflection.” Sir James Ingham said that both he and 
his colleague, Mr. Vaughan, had acted upon this interpreta- 
tion of the law, and when asked to explain the matter to the 
Government authorities, had informed them that if a man 
was charged with an act of forgery and evidence only of the 
uttering was offered, they had no alternative but to acquit 
the accused. Mr. Meyer thought there would be no 
difficulty in supply evidence as to the handwriting of the 
defendant, and another week’s remand was granted for this 


purposes. 











THE LAND TRANSFER COMMITTEE. 


Tue Select Committee appointed to inquire and report 
whether any and what steps ought to be taken to simplify 
the title to land and to facilitate the transfer thereof, and to 

vent frauds on purchasers and mortgagees of land 
ee agreed to the following report :— 

Your committee have examined witnesses upon the matters 
referred to them, and have considered the evidence taken 
before the Royal Commissioners appointed on the 23rd day of 
April, 1868, and the 20th day of May, 1868, ‘‘ to inquire into 
the operation of the Land Transfer Act, and into the present 
condition of the Registry of Deeds for the County of Middle- 
sex,” and their report. 

In dealing with the matters referred to them, your com- 
mittee have addressed themselves to two questions ; first, to 
the operation of the principal modern statutes passed to amend 
the law relating to the titles and transfer of land; and, 
secondly, to the possibility of still further simplifying and 
securing the title and facilitating the conveyance of real 
property, either by amending such of these Acts as are still 
in force, or by fresh legislation. 

The statutes in question may be divided chronologically 
into two groups—‘* The Transfer of Land Act, 1862” (com- 
monly called, from the name of its author, Lord Westbury’s 
Act), and “The Declaration of Titles Act, 1862,” and the 
three Real Property Acts passed in the present Parliament, 
viz., ‘The Vendors and Purchasers Act, 1874,” the “ Real 
Property Limitation Act, 1874,” and ‘‘ The Land Transfer 
Act, 1875,” 

The failure of Lord Westbury’s Act, which enables owners 
of laud to register and record what is called an indefeasible 
title, is matter of history. The presumable causes of that 
failure will be found detailed in the report of the Royal 
Commissioners, to which reference has already been made. 
As that Act has been practically superseded by the Land 
Transfer Act, 1875, it is, perhaps, needless to dwell further 
upon them. 

Tn Ireland, a system of registration of titles, analogous to 
that established by Lord Westbury’s Act, was introduced 
by ‘The Record of Titles (Ireland) Act, 1865,” and is still 
inforce; but, although (owing to the facilities which owners 
of land in that country enjoy for placing a clear statutory 
title upon the register by the aid of the Encumbered Estates 
Court) it was started under exceptionably favourable cir- 
cumstances, it has not been generally resorted to, and is 
gradually becoming less and less used. 

Of the three Acts passed in the present Parliament, the 

“Real Property Limitation Act, 1874,” only came into 

force on the first day of the present year, and to judge of it 

by its results would, therefore, be premature. Your com- 


shortening the period during which claims against real 
property are kept alive, canns fail to be speedily and gener 
ally felt, The “ Vendors and Purchasers Act, 1874,” too, 
by substituting forty for sixty yars as the root of the title, © 
by giving to the vendors of land under an open contract the 
protection for which every prudett and well-advised person 
stipulates by conditions of sale, and by providing a cheap and 
simple process for the settlement ot disputes arising out of 
the sale of land, has doubtless effected a most useful change 
in the law. 
Of the Acts in question, however, by far the most impor- 
tant was the “‘ Land Transfer Act, 1875,” based mainly, 
though not entirely, on the report of the Royal Commission, 
which, beside removing many of the difficulties which beset 
the registration of titles under Lord Westbury’s Act, differed 
from that Act, chiefly in so far as (1) it recognized for the 
purposes of actual registration only the proprietors of certain 
defined interests in the land ; (2) it conferred no rights as 
against adjoining owners, and (3) it authorized the registra- 
tion, not only of ‘‘ indefeasible” and ‘‘defeasible” (or as 
they are now called “ absolute” and ‘* qualified’) titles, but 
that of titles depending simply on possession, This Act 
became law upon the Ist of January, 1876, and it has theree 
fore been in force for nearly three years and a half. 
Your committee regret that the anticipations which were 
formed when the Act was passed, as to the benefits likely to 
accrue from its general adoption, have not been realized. It 
appears that down to the date of the last return only forty- 
eight titles were registered under it (a number falling very 
far short of those registered under Lord Westbury’s Act 
during a corresponding period), of which but a small propor- 
tion were possessory titles. It is a significant fact, too, that 
the total number of titles registered between the 2lst of 
February, 1878, and the 14th of March, 1879, was only seven, 
or an average of little more than one in two months. The 
Act, therefore, may be considered to have become, for aly 
practical purposes, a dead letter. 
Various causes have been assigned for the reluctance of 
landowners and mortgagees to avail themselves of the Act- 
Its unpopularity has been ascribed (1) to the absence of any 
power to remove from the register a title which has once been 
placed upon it ; (2) to the disinclination of solicitors to re- 
commend to their clients a. course of dealing with their pro- 
perty which may tend eventually, if not immediately, to cur- 
tail their own profits; (3)-to the general distrust of all 
projects of land registration inspired by the breakdown of 
Lord Westbury’s Act ; and (4) to the indisposition, both of 
the public and the legal profession, to familiarize themselves 
with a new system, and to run the risk of an experiment 
which involves so great a departure from established 
usage. 
While admitting that there may be some force in some or 
all of these contentions, your committee cannot suppose that 
they, by any means, account for the total collapse of the 
system inaugurated by the Act of 1875. The complaint that 
the Act does not enable the registered owner to remove his 
title from the register seems to carry with it an implied con- 
demnation of the whole measure ; for, if the Act really worked 
well, it is diffieult to see why any person—once on the register 
—should wish to be removed from it. At the same time 
it has been suggested to your committee that such a power 
of removal would obviate or mitigate the objections of 
persons who hesitate to place their title on the register from 
apprehension of difficulty or expense in subsequent dealings 
with the property, particularly when cut up into small lots; 
and it appears to your committee that no harm could be 
caused by giving this power, as if the registration worked 
well and satisfactorily it would not be acted upon ; whilst, 
if the operation of the Act were otherwise, it would be only 
fair that persons should have the option of withdrawing 
their property from such operation, As to the second objec- 
tion, even if it could be shown that it was the interest of 
solicitors to evade the Act, and that every solicitor in Eng- 
land acted from purely selfish motives, there must have 
been among the many thousands who have bought land 
since the 1st of January, 1876, some persons, at least, in a 
position to judge and act for themselves, who, if they really 
thought they would gain anything by placing their titles om 
the register would not scruple to do so, and who, having 
once experienced the benefits of the system, would not be 
slow to show their appreciation of those benefits by resorting 
to it again. The last two contentions seem to be scarcely 





mittee, however, believe that its beneficial operation in 








reconcileable with the fact that, so far from the Act becom- 
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ing more popular in proportion 9 it was better known, the 
applications under it have beet steadily diminishiog, until 
at last they have dwindled dovn to ni, 

Besides the causes above eramerated, the Lord Chancellor, 

b his evidence, has pointed out that, if in the original 
instance the measure had been preceded by the establish- 
ment of a Landed Estates Court on the Irish model, presided 
over by a judge of firs) importance, it would have com- 
manded a greater degree of confidence in tbe public mind. 
The Irish precedent is or this purpose not very encouraging; 
but, were it otherwis:, your committee are afraid that the 
time for carrying ovt such a proposal has gone by, and that 
it is now too late te resuscitate it. 

With these facts before them, your committee are driven 
to the conclusion that the Act has failed, because, rightly or 
wrongly, the public or their professional advisers have 
deliberately made up their minds that the advantages 
offered by the new system of registration are too speculative 
and remote to compensate for the immediate and certain 
outlay and trouble which are inseparable from it. To a 
certain extent, too, the result may be attributed partly to 
an almost superstitious reverence for title deeds which pre- 
vails in this country, and partly to the preference which 
Englishmen, as a rule, feel for managing their own affairs 
in their own way, and to the dislike of having to run the 
gauntlet of a certain amount of more or less stringent official 
scrutiny upon every fresh dealing with their property, aggra- 
vated in the case of applications for the registration of an 
absolute title by the fear of its resulting in the detection ofa 
flaw in their title. If, indeed, dispositions of land in this coun- 
try, as in more primitive communities, consisted mainly of 
simple transfers from one hand to acvother, either by way 
of sale or mortgage, it is quite possible that the unques- 

tionable advantage of having a clear record of title to 
refer to on each occasion might outweigh such drawbacks. 
But it is notorious that not only large but small prop- 
erties, both in England and Ireland, either already are, 
or at any time may be, leased for long or short terms of 
years, settled on successive holders, either by way of 
trust or withont any trusts at all, charged with jointures 
and portions in favour of unborn or uvascertained persons, 
and subjected to every form of liability either in the way 
of easements, rentcharges, or other burdens in favour of 
adjoining owners or other persons. As long as this is the 
case, and, indeed, from the very moment that the owner- 
ship of any given plot of land is split up amongst differ- 
ent persons, every scheme for the registration of titles 
necessitates onvof twothings. Either the interests carved 
out of the original fee must be themselves placed on the 
register, a process which would defeat the first object of 
such & registration, simplicity of title for the purpose of 
disposition, or an owner, pro hdc vice, so to speak, must be 
created for the purpose of registration, while all remain- 
ing interests being kept off the register must (as in the 
analogous case of copyholds) become the subject of a 
second record of title outside the register. Bat this is 
not all. In exact proportion as the registered owner is 
left free and unfettered to deal with the land, the owners 
of unregistered interests are exposed to the risk of having 
their property dealt with behind their backs, and are left 
to protect themselves, as best they can, by a system of 
cautions and inhibitions. Your committee think that this 
inherent objection has hardly received sufficient consider- 
ation in the report on which the Act of 1875 was founded. 
It has been strongly urged upon your committee by Sir 
Robert Torrens, the well-known author of the South 
Australian Land Transfer System, and by other witnesses 
of colonial experience, that in some of the Australian 
colonies, where the English system of conveyancing originally 
prevailed, the establishment of a registry of titles has worked 
80 well that public opinion has demanded and compelled its 
general adoption. In the opinion of your committee the 
analogy is one which it would be unsafe to press too far, 
In Australia the title to all land, instead of resting, »s may 
be the case with us, upon an instrument of difficult construc- 
tion or doubtful validity, starts with an unimpeachable 
grant from the Crown, following upon an official survey. 
The effect is to give every landowner two things which are 
the stumbling blocks of English conveyancers—a perfect 
root of title to his property, and a trustworthy key to its 
identity. Indeed, the best illustration of the difference 
between the condition of the two countries may be found in 





absolute titles, which has been found perfectly easy in 
Australia, would, it is admitted by the strongest advocates 
of registration, in England be simply impossible. In Ira. 
land, no doubt, the existence of the Encumbered Estates 
Court might make the introduction of such a system morg 
feasible ; but it must not be forgotten that in Ireland, ag 
well as in England, land, instead of being, as in Australia, 
an article of commerce, bought, as as a rule, with a view to 
being resold or mortgaged, is often acquired with a view to 
being settled or retained in a family, and that from the 
very condition of society in older countries, complicated 
rights over the same property are much more likely to co. 
exist in different persons. If, indeed, an Act of Parliament 
could be passed for England and Ireland, either prohibiting 
the owner of property from tying it up or charging it, 
except in a particular manner, or giving to the possessory 
proprietor the right of dealing with it as if it was his own; 
in other words, if the law either recognized nothing but 
estates in fee-simple, or gave to the holder of land the same 
power of disposition which the holder of stock now enjoys, 
the registration of titles would be as easy as the title itself 
would be simple, But such changes would be so opposed to 
the general feeling of the country that, for the present, at 
least, it would be idle to consider them seriously. In the 
meantime, it seems to your committee that to legislate for 
the registration of titles without, as a preliminary step, 
simplifying the titles to be registered, is to begin at the 
wrong end. 

Having arrived at these conclusions, your committee have 
next had to consider whether the system introduced by the 
Act of 1875 could be remodelled or amended in such a way 
as to lead to its more general adoption. Bat, at this point of 
their inquiry, they are met, not only by the difficulties 
already detailed, but by the fact that the passing of that 
Act was preceded by one of the most comprehensive and 
searching inquiries that ever paved the way for any 
change in the law ; that among its authors were some of 
the most eminent real property lawyers of the day, and 
that during two sessions its provisions were subjected to 
the keenest and most exhaustive criticism both in and out 


be amended in some of its details is what might probably 
be said of every similar statute which has been three or 
four years in force, but with the experience of the last 
severteen years before them, and bearing in mind the 
state of things with which they have to deal, your com- 
mittee find it very difficult to believe that any system of 
registration of titles could at present be devised which, 
on its own merits, would be voluntarily adopted by the 
great body of English and Irish landowners, unless, as 
suggested by the Lord Chancellor, it were accompanied 
by a material reduction or a remission of the present office 
charges. 

It has indeed been suggested by an eminent solicitor and 
a member of the late Royal Commission (Mr. W. J. Farrer), 
that if an adequate inducement to place their clients’ title on 
the register were offered to solicitors in the shape of a scale 
of increased fees, a large amount of additional basiness might 
be brought to the office, and that gentleman has prepared a 
scale of solicitors’ costs for work done in connection with 
the registry office, which he thinks would have that effect. 
As, however, this matter is one which is expressly left to the 
discretion of the Lord Chancellor by the Act, there would 
be no difficulty in trying the experiment (should it be 
thought desirable to do so) without fresh l egislation. 

Upon the whole, there‘ore, the position of the question 
appears to your committee to be as follows:—On the one 
hand, they are informed, on the authority of Mr. Follett and 
Mr. Holt, that no system of registration of titles can be 
devised which will be voluntarily adopted; and, on the 
other hand, they are told by the Lord Chancellor that he 
has not yet seen any way in which the registration of titles 
could be made compulsory. 

Without expressing any final opinion on the latter ques- 
tion, and without discussing the practicability of the various 
schemes which have been propounded for the compulsory or 
quasi-compulsory registration of titles, your committee think 
it sufficient to observe that it would be very difficult to force 
upon every purchaser or mortgages in this country a mode 
of dealing with his property which not one! purchaser or 
mortgagee in 20,000 at present adopts of his own accord. 
Your committee feel that, in arriving at the above conclu- 





the fact that the universal registration of unimpeachable or 


sion, they are only acting upon the axiom which is laid 


of Parliament. To say that the Act might advantageously - 
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a 
down by the Royal Commissioners of 1868 in their report, 
and which they believe to be perfectly sound, that, “ for an 
institution to flourish in a free country, it must offer to 

le the thing that they want.” 

our committee hope that the time may come when, with 
‘the help of amendments in the laws relating to land (some 
of which are already in operation, and only require time to 
be generally realized, while others might be introduced with- 
out difficulty), and the simplification of titles which such 
amendments must bring with them, the unquestionable 
benefits of a registration of titles may be more generally 
appreciated. 

hat, then, are these further amendments, and is the 

nt system of English and Irish conveyancing in any 
‘and what respects capable of substantial improvement ? 

The question may be considered from two points of view, 
with reference to the two objects to which the inquiries of 
our committee have been directed—the simplification and 
“cheapening of land transfer on the one hand, and the pre- 
yention of land frauds on the other. 

Your committee believe that no one who carefully reads 
the evidence taken before them, or who is practically con- 
-versant with the present mode of conveying land in England 
would deny that, as regards the first of these two objects, 
the present system of land transfer might be very greatly 
improved, while the security of a purchaser, and, still more, 
of a mortgagee, is generally due to the guarantee derived 
from his knowledge of the party with whom he is dealing, 
or from the character of the solicitor employed to negotiate 
the sale or mortgage, rather than to the protection afforded 
by the law. To this circumstance may perhaps be attri- 
‘pated the remarkable discrepancy in the evidence given on 
this part of the subject by different witnesses, some of 
whom profess never to have come across a single case of 
fraud arising out of dealings with land, while others (whose 
experience is of a more varied or less fortunate kind) speak 
-of such frands as of frequent occurrence. In any case it is 
-anquestionably the fact that if the number of these frauds 
actually perpetrated or discovered is comparatively small, 
the care and vigilance which are considered necessary to 
prevent their perpetration throws both a serious responsi- 
bility upon solicitors, and a heavy charge upon the public. 

The recommendations which have been made to your 
committee in the course of their inquiries are, as might be 
expected, very numerous. Many of them, however valuable 
in the abstract, are so unpractical that your committee 
have felt compelled to discard them at once. As they have 
‘already pointed out, simplicity of transfer pre-supposes 
simplicity of title, and simplicity of title in a country like 
‘England or Ireland is more or less unattainable. This fact 
‘should be borne in mind by those who assume that a system 
which has borne excellent frait in other parts of the world 
must of necessity flourish equally well if transplanted to 
English or Irish soil. 

There is one country, however, to which these observations 
donot apply, at least with the same force, Not only is 
“Scotland politically united to England, but the habits of 
society and the conditions of life are very much the same in 
both countries, while the laws of real property, and the title 
to land is, or until lately was, as complicated in the former 
asin the latter country. Yet it is stated by a very compe- 
tent Witness that in Scotland the cost of transferring land is 
comparatively small, while it is agreed on all hands that in 
that country Jand frauds, such as those which have recently 
startled and alarmed English purchasers and mortgagees, 
are absolutely unknown, How then have these results been 
brought about ? 

_ It is obvious that one of the first steps towards reduc- 
mg the cost of a conveyance is to curtail its length. 
Vraious Acts, having that object in view, have been passed, 
both for England and Scotland. But while the English 
statutes have remained, for the most oe inoperative, the 
i vtech Act seem to have worked a complete revo- 
ution mM conveyancing The main cause of these dis- 
—— results will, it is believed, be found in the fact that 
ngland, as well as Ireland, has still retained the vicions 
F of paying solicitors and conveyancers according to 
® length of the instrument (a mode of remuneration which 
Puts & premium upon verbiage, and leaves the client practi- 

Y at the mercy of the solicitor), while, in Scotland, 
fa sactions relating to land are, in almost all cases, paid 
T on the ad valorem principle, the result of which is that 


lengthening his deeds. Your committee is of opinion tha 

the first steps towards cheapening and simplifying the trans- 
fer of real property would be to adopt a new scale of solici- 
tors’ conveyancing charges, arranged wherever it is possible 
r upon a graduated ad valorem principle, and to render obliga- 
tory the use of short statutory forms, couched in simple and 
intelligible language, for the ordinary forms of assuranee, 
such as purchase deeds, mortgages, &c. 

While dealing with this part of their subject, your com 
mittee desire to call special attention to mortgages on land, 
the present form of which is, in their opinion, a fruitful 
source of unnecessary expense. An ordinary legal mortgage, 
or conveyance upon condition (for such a mortgage ae 
is), with its covenants, provisoes for redemption, powers of 
sale, and other ancillary provisions is, of necessity, inordi- 
nately cumbroas and long, and involves, when the money 
is repaid, a fresh deed in the shape of re-conveyance of the 
legal estate. It appears to your committee that all the 
objects of a legal mortgage might be attained by a short 
and simple charge upon land (such as is recommended by 
Mr. William Barber) defeasible in the event of repayment 
of principal and interest, and carrying with it an implied 
statutory power of sale, aud a right to enter and receive 
the rents of the property charged, and a provision that, 
upon a memorandum of the repayment of the whole debt 
being indorsed thereon, the charge itself should tpso facto 
cease, except, of course, as to any act previously done 
under it. 

It has been pointed out by several of the witnesses that 
one useful result of shortening deeds would be to do away 
with the necessity for lengthy abstracts of title. Doubtless, 
if this could be done, one of the most prolific sources both 
of expense and delay in the transfer of land, would be re- 
moved. ; 

Another cause which tends to embarrass titles is the 
difficulty of tracing the title to freeholds in case of death, 
whether the devolution takes place by the act of the parties, 
as in the case of devise, or by act of law as in case of de- 
scent. In the case of leaseholds no such difficulty arises ; 
for leaseholds vest at once, for the purpose of administra- 
tion, in the personal representative of the deceased. Al- 
most every witness whom your committee have examined 
on the subject has urged or approved the appointment ofa 
real representative possessing the same powers, and dis- 
charging the same functions in regard to freeholds, which 
@ personal representative now possesses and discharges in 
regard to leaseholds. Such an appointment would, of 
course, leave the ultimate beneficial rights of the heir or 
devisee, as the case might be, untouched. 


A third cause which, in England at least, has 
tended greatly to hamper the conveyance of land 
and increase its cost has been the difficulty of 


identifying the parcels. That this difficulty is greatly 
lessened, and, in many cases entirely removed, by 
the use cf areally good map, seems self evident. A pur- 
chaser going upon the property he is about to buy, with an 
accurate plan in his hand can, in nine cases out of ten, 
identify the thing which he is buying with as much ease and 
certainty asif he had lived upon it all his life. As regards 
scale and accuracy, the recent cadastral survey of England 
and Wales, so far as it has gone, leaves little or nothing to 
be desired, and although, of course, boundaries may be 
altered, and the general aspect of property may itself be 
changed, @ good map usually furnishes the data by which 
an accurate delineation of the thing conveyed may be arrived 
at. Indeed, the best testimony to the value of the 25-inch 
to a mile survey is furnished by the fact that, as a rale, 
solicitors use it wherever they can. In Ireland the whole 
country has been surveyed on the 6-inch to a mile scale 
(which except in the neighbourhood of large towns, has been 
found amply sufficient), and there are probably many places 
in England, and still more in Wales, where a survey upen 
this reduced scale would answer all practical purposes. Un- 
fortunately neither the larger nor the smaller survey have 
been pushed forward as rapidly ascould be wished. Your 
committee believe that it is impossible to overrate the 
value of a correct official survey as a means of preventing 
confasion of boundaries acd facilitating the identification 
of property, and they earnestly recommend that the im- 
portant work of surveying Eogland and Wales on both 
scales should be resumed and completed with as little 





“every lawyer has a direct interest in shortening instead of 


delay as possible. 
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Among the various pitfalls for the unwary presented by 
statutes, providing for a state of things which has long 
since passed away, few have led to more expense or liti- 
gation than that stronghold of conveyancing pedantry the 
Statute of Uses. Your committee see no reason why it 
should not at once be repealed. 

Your committee now approach by far the most difficult 
question arising out of their inquiries—viz., the subject of 
land registration. With the registration of titles they 
have already dealt, but long before that method of regis- 
tration became the subject of legislation, a system of 
registration of assurances (such as in some shape or other 
exists, not only in most other civilised communities, but 
in Scotland, Ireland, and in two of the most populous 
English counties), had been recommended by the Royal 
Commissions of 1830 and 1850, and actually embodied in 
@ Bill, which passed the House of Lords in 1853, and was 
subsequently referred to a Select Committee of this 
House. 

That registration of titles is, in the abstract, to be pre- 
ferred to registration of assurances May at once be con- 
ceded, for the former aims at presenting the intending 
purchaser or mortgagee with the net result of former 
dealings with the property, while the latter places the 
dealings themselves before him, and leaves him to investi- 
gate them for himself. In the one case he finds, so to 
speak, the sum worked out for him; in the other, he has 
the figures given him, and has to work out the sum for 
himself. It must not be forgotten, however, that if every 
assurance relating to land were registered, a basis would 
be laid which would make the registration of possessory 
titles a comparatively simple matter. In fact each pur- 
chase deed would serve as a starting point in the title, at 
which the purchaser, if he wished it, might pass from one 
register to the other. 

Your committee have collected the testimony of various 
Witnesses as to the working of a registry of deeds, or 
memorials of deeds, in those portions of the United King- 
dom in which it has been tried. Such evidence is by no 
means uniform. In Scotland the system seems to work 
perfectly and to give universal satisfaction. In Ireland 
and Yorkshire the evidence is, on the whole, favourable to 
the retention of the registry office, with certain improve- 
ments, while the Middlesex Registry is unhesitatingly 
condemned by every witness who has tried it. 

Your committee are disposed to think that some, at least, 
of the complaints made against the registration of deeds, 
and especially against the Middlesex Registry, are due, not 
so much to the inherent vices of the system as to imperfec- 
tions in its working which might be more or less easily 
removed. In fact they believe that the registration of 
assurances in England, at least, has never had fair play ; 
for, though the Middlesex and West Riding Registers were 
first established in the reign of Queen Anne, not a single 
statute has since been passed to amend or remodel an insti- 
tution which, however well adapted to the time when it was 
first introduced, can scarcely fail to have become antiquated 
and out of date in the course of 176 years. 

That a register giving in a succinct form a record of all 
dealings with land must afford some protection against 
fraud seems self-evident. If A, mortgages his land to B., 
who registers his charge, it is obvious that A. cannot mort- 
gage ita second time to C. without C.’s having an oppor- 
tunity of finding out, through the register, that the property 
has been already incumbered. It is a noteworthy fact, too, 
that all the recent perpetrators of land frauds have selected 
for their operations counties and district where no registry 
exists. To affirm that there are frauds, such as those 
carried out by fraudulent personation, which could not be 
prevented by registration, is only to say that there are cer- 
tain forms of rascality in the world against which no 
amount of precaution can effectually guard. 

No doubt the equitable doctrine first laid down by Lord 
Hardwicke in the celebrated case of Le Neve v: Le Neve, 
that where a purchaser or mortgagee who registers his 
deed has what is called ‘‘ constructive notice ”’ of an earlier 
unregistered deed, the registered deed is postponed to the 
unregistered one, has most seriously impaired the efficacy 
of the Middlesex and Yorkshire Registries as a protection 
to persons dealing with land. Your committee believe it 
to be essential to the success of any system of registra- 
tion that, in the absence of actual fraud on the part of the 


as is the case in Scotland, rank according to the date of 
its entry on the register. The indirect effect of such ap 
enactment would be to make the registration of all sugh 
instruments practically compulsory. 

Bat it is said, particularly by persons conversant 
with the Middlesex Registry, that the protection which a 
registration of deeds may afford against fraud is dearly 
purchased by the delay and expense which the proces, 
involves. By this doubtless is meant, not the delay ang 
expense of registering the instrament (which is at p: 
small and might ke greatly lessened), but the trouble ang 
cost of searching the register, which, at least in the engg 
of the Middlesex Registry, is a most formidable undgr,. 
taking, involving a large expenditure of time and labour 
Indeed, your committee believe that the great trouble and 
responsibility which such a search implies is the maig 
cause of the unpopularity of the Middlesex Registry 
London solicitors, many of whom protect themselves 
special contract with their clients against any liability 
arising out of it. 

The first step towards remedying this inconvenience is gp 
improved index ; indeed, in the opinion of your committees 
really good index is the first essential of the success of every 
system of land registration. Such an index ought to beg 
once so simple that any one eonsulting it might at once bp 
referred to every instrument affecting the property in whieh 
he is interested, and so accurate and complete that any person, 
exercising ordinary care, and endowed with ordinary intelli. 
gence, might feel sure that no information to which he onght 
to have had access nad escaped him. In addition, it should 
be daily posted up to the latest date, so as to leave no gap 
between the period covered by the search and the moment 
searching. Nothing can be more unsatisfactory than the 
index of the Middlesex Registry. Though improved of lata 
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it consists simply of an index of names for each parish, geap Dablin 
rally in arrear for several months. As, however, many of greate 
these parishes are more populous than several English coum can gr 
ties put together, a search made in the case of a comm arise fi 
name, or in that of the owner of a large amount of property, reason 
or in the case of a transaction to which there are numerom transac 
parties, may extend over a long period of time, with a considete Ith 
able chance of eventually missing a material instrument. necessi 
if it weredesired to find a memorial relating to property si every fi 
in the parish of Marylebone, and belonging to John Smith, the froitfal 
searcher may have to read through the memorials of 500 instr. necessar 
ments before he gets to the right one ; indeed, there are seven 8 devic 
names (such as those of the Duke of Westminster and Mr, Englan 
Cubitt) against which it would be hopeless to search, and register 
a sort of tacit understanding of the profession, no search chaser 
ever made against them. It is difficult to see what uselth well act 
purpose such an office can serve ; and your committee am licar 
not surpriced that it should have been condemned by the Fe 
report of the Royal Commissioners. by the 
It is admitted on all hands that a land index, if it ist With the 
be really useful, should be local as well as nominal, that is, title up 
it should refer to property as well as to persons. The ba. 
difficulty of construeting and keeping up such an index® 
grea'ly enhanced by the fact that, in England, properties of Tepetitio 
all kinds are apt to get sub-divided or thrown together, the sam 
that the same property is, at different times, or even at One'o 
same time, designated by different names; while, by rease have hac 
of the whole country not having been as yet officially sut subject ] 
veyed, there exist in many places no data by which such & memor 
variations may be checked or corrected, either by reference. Middlese 
to an official map or otherwise. In Ireland, where dum giv; 
county is sub-divided into baronies and tow and a des 
and where, moreover, the whole country has best the effect 
officially surveyed, the work of land indexing by Tegistern 
reference to property is made much easier. A vey dealt wit 
ingenious process invented by Mr. Thomas A. Dillom Gy & is left 
of the Deeds Registry Office, Dublin, and strongly recom Gay either th 
mended by a Treasury Commission appointed in 1874 In the 
has been submitted to your committee, by means of whichit i question. 
would, it is said, be perfectly possible, at the end of everyaie Which de 
working day, to enter, in dictionary order, under the # Temain ag 
headings of the parties to the deed and the property dealt IF obvious o 





with, a short abstract of every deed recorded in the Dublis) 
Registry during the day. In Englaed, where, as hasalre 
been pointed out, the same facilities for reference n 
exist, such a system of land indexing could hardly be cart 
out except by reference to an official map, and the fact 
stitutes an additional argument (if one were 2 














party registering, every instrument affecting land should, 





pushing forward the cadastral survey with the utmost p0 
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PY sible speed. As an instance, however, of what may be:done | serve the purpose of an official copy of a man’s title deeds 
of even Without the aid of a map, your committee may referto | in case of the loss or destruction of the originals. Such a 
. the evidence given by Mr. John Clerk Brodie, the keeper of | mode of registration would also, as has been pointed out 
ab the Register of Sasines, in Edinburgh, as to the present | by Mr. Joshua Williams in his evidence, do away with the 

tice in Scotland. In that country the difficulty in | necessity of covenants for ion of title deeds 
ly jon has recently been surmounted by the adoption (in | (which are unknown in Scotland), upon the sale of an 
1& addition to a nominal and local index) of what is called a | estate in lots ; and your committee have it in evidence that 


ségearch sheet,” which is described as ‘a collection under 
one head of all the writs applicable to the particular land, 
and having a separate index of its own both of persons and 
of places.” It is stated that by the use of this search sheet 
the labour of searching is reduced to a minimum. Your 
committee can see no reason why a plan which has answered 
gowellin Scotland should not succeed equally well in 

though, for obvious reasons, they think that when- 
ever it is practicable, the index should be based on an official 


mis obvious that the labour of searching a land register 
qill be diminished in proportion as the area covered by 
the register is reduced, and a strong argument in favour of 
local or district registries in England has been based upon 
this fact, as well as upon the greater convenience both for 
the purposes of registration and search which such regis- 
tries afford, Your committee are disposed to think that 
these arguments are well founded, and that local registries 
might be advantageously established in convenient centres. 
Probably the principal county court or probate registries 
might, in the first instance at least, be used for that pur- 
poses Theobjection that such # proposal would involve 
more than one search where properties situated in different 
- localities are comprised in the same instrument, does not 
seem to be entitled to much weight, as such cases, it is 
believed, are in England, at least, comparatively rare. 

In Ireland, on the contrary, the prevailing feeling seems 
to be in favour of retaining the present central registry at 
Dublin, and, asthe number of deeds registered is not 
greater than the office, especially with improved machinery, 
can grapple with, and no serions inconvenience is said to 
arise from keeping it where it is, your committee see no 
reason for recommending that any part.of the business 
transacted thereat should be removed elsewhere. 

It has been stated to your committee that in Scotland the 
necessity for repeated searches over the same period upon 
every fresh dealing with the same property—constituting a 
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h, the froitfol, and, as it appears to your committee, a most un- 
sit necessary cause of delay and expense—has been got over by 
vent & device which they think might be usefully adopted in 
Mr, England'and Ireland. Upon a purchase or mortgage the 
ad by Tegister is searched on the application of the intending pur- 
ae chaser or mortgagee, by some person, usually an official 
— well acquainted with the register, who delivers out to the 


_— what is called a “certificate of search,” showing 
result of his investigations. This certificate is retained 
by the purchaser or mortgagee, and on a fresh sale or dealing 
With the property is accepted as evidence of the state of the 
title up to its date, thus relieving the new purchaser or 
poh aa from the necessity of a search anterior to that 
The value of such an expedient in saving the 
repetition of long and expensive searches, covering identically 
same ground, can scarcely be overrated. 
One ofthe most difficult questions which your committee 
@fad'to consider in connection with this part of the 
subject has been that of registering the instrument itself, or 
“memorial only, In the West Riding of Yorkshire and 
esex it is the custom to register only a short memoran- 
dum giving the date, names, and addresses of the parties, 
adeseription of the property sold, charged, or settled, 
of which is merely to give the party searching the 
Tegister notice that in someway or other the property has been 
Gealt with. In Scotland and the North Riding-of Yorkshire 
it is: left to the option of the party registering to record 
cither the deed itself, or a memorandum of its substance. 
“Ae Opinion of your committee the answer to the 
question depends to a great degree upon the extent to 
h deeds could be shortened. While legal instruments 
ps as lengthy as they are at present, there would be 
e ons to copying out conveyances, mortgages, 
Sicha at in extenso, upon the. register. But if 
Pr. could be made as short as Scotch or Ameri- 
mF srg are said to be, the registration of the deed 
the not be much more expensive or troublesome than 
like thy n of a memorial, while the former process, 
® the registration of a willin the Probate Court, might 
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the production of deeds under these covenants is a con- 
stant source of delay and expense iv subsequent dealings 

with the property to which they relate, to which has to be 
added the difficulty in many cases‘of tracing such deeds, 
and their liability to beiug lost or mislaid. It should be 

remembered, too, that in Scotland, where the law allows 
either the instrument or a memorandum of its effect to be 

registered, the parties almost invariably prefer to register 
the instrument itself. Your committee believe that if the 
same option were given in England the same result would 

follow. 

Among the secondary advantages which would flow from 
the registration of deeds may be reckoned the facilities 
it would give for the sale of reversionary interests, and the 
prevention of ‘‘ tacking,” and “ consolidation” of mort- 
gages, which have, in the opinion of your committee, been 
productive of much injustice. It is believed, too, that, in-- 
directly, the revenue would gain considerably by the pro- 
cess, as no instrument could be registered without having 
been first. properly stamped. 

One of the objections most frequently urged against all 
kinds of registration is that it would expose the affairs of 
owners of property to the idle or malevolent curiosity of 
their neighbours. Your committee cannot but think that 
such apprehensions are greatly exaggerated. Withoutcall- 
ing in aid the experience of other countries, they may point 
ont that no such complaint has ever been seriously arged 
against the Probate Office or against the Middlesex, Yorke 
shire, Scotch, or Irish Registries, all of which are open to 
every one who chooses to pay a small fee for searching 
them, while, in many cases, the register has served a very 
useful purpose by putting persons about to eater into com- 
mercial relations with the owners of property upon their 
guard, Should it be thought desirable, however, some 
means. might doubtless be devised for confining the right. to. 
search the register, as in the case of the Land Registry 
Office, to bond fide applicants. 

A more serious objection to the registration of all dealings. 
with land is that it would interfere with equitable mortgages 
by deposit of title deeds, such as are common between 
bankers and their customers. But that such securities, at 
least when accompanied, as they usually are, by a memo- 
randum of deposit, can be and are registered at present, and 
that no mischief arises from the practice is shown by the 
evidence of the deputy-registrar for the West Riding District, 
while there seems to be nothing in their nature to exempt 
them from liability to registration. It may be observed, 
too, that a mortgage, by deposit of title deeds, even if left 
unregistered, would still be perfectly valid as between the 
mortgagor and the mortgagee, and could only be invalidated 
by a fraud on the part of the former, a risk which the banker 
or other lender, if satisfied as to the honesty of the borrower, 
might be content to run, and which, in any case, he might, 
at any moment, obviate by registration. 

It has been said by opponents of the registration of deeds, 
thatthe copying out of every deed on an official register 
would be productive of great delay and expense. Your come 
mittee can hardly attach much weight to this objection. The 
registration of assurances, unlike the registration of titles, 
is a purely mechanical process, which any man of business 
habits ought to be able to perform for a moderate salary, 
and it is difficult to see why the simple copying out 
of an instrument, on a register kept in a convenient locality, 
at a small charge, particularly if accompanied in cases of 
emergency by some provision for provisional registration, 
should be productive of serious inconvenience or expense. 
Indeed, by the aid of the photographic process described 
by Mr. Thomas A. Dillon in his evidence, almost any nume 
ber of deeds might be reproduced upon the register with 
perfect accuracy, in a.few seconds. It must be remembered, 





too, that the solicitors who have expressed dissatisfaction 

with the system, complain not so much of the expense of 

having to register the deed as of the labour of searching the 

MM a subject with which your committee have already 
t. 
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- at a greatly reduced and very trifling cost to the public, and 


From the facts elicited by the present inquiry and tha 
taken before the Royal Commissioners.respecting the income 
derived from the Middlesex, Yorkshire, Edinburgh, and 
Dublin Registries, your committee believe that a general 
registry of deeds might be made perfectly self-supporting 


that after the suggested system has been at work for a short 
time, any small additional trouble or expense which it might 
cause would be more than compensated by the sense of 
security and other benefits which purchasers and mortgagees 
would derive from it. From a return recently laid before 
Parliament it appears that the fees received in the Middlesex 
Registry Office amounted in the year 1877 to the sum of 
£14,043 5s, 6d., whilst the necessary expenses of such office 
-amounted to a sum of £4,372 0s. 5d. only, 

The Land Transfer Act, 1875, exempts from the juris- 
diction of the Yorkshire and Middlesex Registries any 
land registered under the Act, and the Irish Record of 
Titles Act contains a similar provision for “lifting out’ of 
the Dublin Registry all lands the title to which has been 
recorded under that Act. Your committee think that 
these provisions might be usefully retained, and perbaps 
extended with a view to effecting that transition from one 
register to another, which they have already referred to 
as one of the advantages likely to arise from an adoption 
of a registration of deeds, 

It will be seen that in making these proposals yourcom- 
mittee do not recommend that the Act of 1875 for the 
registration of titles or the Irish Record of Titles Act 
should be repealed ; on the contrary, they think that the 

‘ two systems of registration might be consolidated, or, at 
all events, that the registration of deeds and that of titles 
in England, and the registration of deeds and record of 
titles in Ireland might be carried on upon the same pre- 
mises, or at all everts, under the same superintendence, 
‘They have slready expressed the opinion that the registra- 
tion of titles is, in the abstract, preferable to that of deeds, 
and it may be that further experience will induce the pub- 
lic to.avail themselves more largely of it. 

The recommendations of your committee may be sum- 
marized as follows :— 

1. The abolition of the present scale of conveyancing 
charges, and the substitution for it, in all cases where it is 
possible, of a graduated ad valorem scale of payment. 

2. The compulsory use, as far as practicable, of short statu- 
tory forms. analogous to those used in Scotland, 

8. The practical abolition of legal mortgages and deeds of 
reconveyance by giving to the holder of a simple charge on 
land ail the remedies at present possessed by the holder of a 
legal mortgage, either with or witbout a power of sale (as the 
parties may desire), and by providing that upon the indorse- 
ment on the charge of a memorandum signed by the party 
entitled thereto, stating that all moneys due thereen had been 
satisfied, the charge itself should, ipso facto, determine. 

4. The appointment of a real representative to the deceased 
owner of land having the same control over, and power to 
make a title to, freeholds, which a personal representative 

-Now possesses in regard to chattels real. 

5. The immediate completion of the cadastral survey for 
England and Wales, and its obligatory adoption (subject to 
such modifications as may from time to time become neces- 
sary) for identifying and describing property. 

6. The repeal of the Statute of Uses. 

7. The establishment in convenient local centres in 
England and Wales of district registers of assurances affect- 

ing land constructed on the principles mentioned in the fore- 
going report, and provided with indexes, referring not only 
to the persons but to the property comprised in the registered 
instrument ; the ordnance map being made use of for the 
purpose wherever it is possible, and the party registering 
having the option of recording, for a small fee, either the 
instrument itself or a memorandum of its contents, with 
facilities for provisional registration whenever it may be 
found necessary. 

8. The enactment that (except in cases of actual fraud on 
the part of the party registering) every instrument shall rank 
in priority according to the date of its registration, 

9. The appointment in connection with each registry, 
both in England and Ireland, cf an official searcher or staff of 
seachers, whose duty it would be, fora small fee, to search 
the register and to give to intending purchasers or mortgagees 
a “ certificate of search,” showing the state of the title as 
disclosed by the register up to the date of the search, such 


certificate to form part of the title, and to be evidence in thy 








case of subsequent dealing with the property as to thy charge 
previous title disclosed by the register. justify 

10. The localization of the registration of titles, ag fq still, ¢ 
as practicable, concurrently with the establishment of dig. to punt 
triot registries for the registration of assurances. the prc 

Your committee have considered whether the period of answer 
commencement of a title which a purchaser under an opey amined 
contract may require, at present fixed at forty years, migh, 8 





not, in view of the recent Statute of Limitations, be stil] 
further shortened. But asthe term in question depend 
not only upon the time during which claims against lang 
may be kept alive, but upon the estimated duration of 
human life, during which such claims may remain in 
ance, they believe that such an abridgement coal 
made as long as the rights of reversioners and other per. 
sons having future interests are, for the purposes of th 
statute, held only to arise when they fall into possession, 
Whether the latter rule might not be advantageously 
altered, they consider to be a matter for grave consider, 
tion. 

Various suggestions will be found in the evidence for alten. 
tions, more or less radical, in the general Jaw of real property, 
stch as the total or partial abolition of entails, the alteration 
of the law of descent and of the laws of perpetuity. Sud 
proposals, however, involving, as they do, important matter 
of public policy, though incidentally bearing upon the ques 
tion of land titles and transfer, seem to open out a wider fidi 
than that to which the inquiries of your committee are limited, 
and they have, therefore, not thought it within their proving 
to report thereon. 
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High Court of Fustice, : 
COMMON PLEAS DIVISION. Parva 
(Sittings in Banco before Grove, J., and Lopes, J.) Omnibus 
July 2—In re C.J. Cooke, a Solicitor. CumpRE 
This was originally an application fora rule calling « cit 
Charles James Cooke, a solicitor at Newent, in the coun Parva’ 
of Gloucester, and registrar of the count y court, to shor Southend 
cause why he should not answer certain allegations mais Improver 
against him of improper conduct as a solicitor. On th Rit 
previous hearing, the court, considering the great graviy Wormwc 
of the charges imputed against him, ordered him to sho 
cause why he should not be struck off the rolls. 
Herschell, Q.C., and Finlay, appeared for Mr. Cooke, Consozmp 
Wills, Q.C., and Hollams, for the Incorporated la 
Society. Prryat 
There were three matters of alleged misconduct. McRae and §hil 
McGachen, of Cheltenham, charged him with having wifi Gas, Gr 
his position as registrar of the county court to siga judgmetii British ¢ 
and levy toan excessive amount upon him oppressively. Mg Birmingh, 
Cooke sued his client, Mr. McGachen for some £18 due@ime Severn an 
hig bill of costs, served him with a writ, and Mr, McGachat! ie 
notice of his intention to defend not being formally signed JU 
(although his letter accompanying it announced thé Posi 
intention), he, in the capacity of registrar, signed ju 
ment, and levied a number of sheep worth by his om Privat 
admission £70, for a debt of £18. His own aflid London 2 
in explanation of this proceeding was that the cleiggy Taff Vale 
who ought to have posted the letter to his client 
time to enable him to reply so as to prevent the judgment # 
execution, but did not, had since died ; that the bailiff (wi 
also swore to the same effect) levied against his instruction 
and that he kept possession of the sheep as security for bi Anwy I 
client’s note, the payment of which, when due five 
after he, doubted. The second complainant was Anthotj Parvari 
Fewster, miller, Newent, who employed Mr. Cooke to colle 
a debt from a Mr. Vallender, in April, 1874. Payment 
made, and Mr. Cooke induced his niece to sign a receipt (80 But 7 
to enable him to get it out of court) in the name of Fewslé TOWARD 
on the 25th of September, 1874. Hearing nothing theré? vor Ew 
Fewster applied in November, 1875, for his money, and Sees 
till he instructed another solicitor to act for him did H8. 1 
cover it. The third complainant was a Mrs. Merrick, t y 
matter of which, however, as not being incapable of a fave Pith > 
able explanation, we omit. 7 
After a discussion lasting nearly the whole day, a y. 






Grove, J., said, that the case was one 0 
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—— 
most serious character; although the gravity of the 

made out in the opinion of the court would 
justify them in striking Mr. Cooke off the roll, 
still, there were circumstances inducing the court 
to punish less severely. Though in each individual matter 
the proof against the solicitor in question was not un- 
answerable, yet when the tendency of each case was ex- 
amined and all pointed in one direction, conviction was 
brought home to the mind which could not and which 
the law said should not be resisted. In the case of 


McGachen, Mr. Cooke sued as client, and levied 
as registrar, enacting these parts in one person 
st one time. Such conduct was monstrous and 


i ar in the last degree. It would have been more 
fir to Jay the plaint for hearing before the judge 
himself. The levy was excessive, and was illegally 
retained in anticipation of non-payment of a note 
not due. His lordship commented with similar severity 
on Mr. Cooke’s conduct as regards Fewster; but, con- 
sidering that two years had elapsed since the latest mis- 
conduct which was charged, and that he had already been 

ished by fine for his illegal levy, and that to strike him 
off the roll would have the effect of removing him from 
his office as registrar, which was no part of their duty, the 
court ordered him to be suspended for three years and to 
pay all costs of the proceedings,— Times. 








Leqislattaw of the Cteck. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
JUNE 26.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 
Trustees Acts ConsoLIDATION AND AMENDMENT. 
BILL IN COMMITTEE. 
Supreme Court or JupicaTure (Orricers). 
BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 
Parvate Britt. — Liverpool United Tramways and 
Omnibus, 
Campren’s Dancrrovs Prrrormances. METROPOLITAN 
Pusric CarrR1AGE Act AMENDMENT. 
JUNE 27.—BILLS READ A THIRD TIME, 
Private Bitts.—Leadenhall Market and Improvements, 
Southend Water, Hundred of Hoo Railway, Norwich 
vement, Wombwell Local Board, Colchester Water. 
JUNE 30.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 
Wormwoop Scruss Reeunation. Customs AND INLAND 


REvENvE. 
BILL IN COMMITTEE. 
CoxsonmaTeD Funp (No. 4) (passed through Committee). 
BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 

Private Brrts.—Crystal Palace District Gas, Weardale 
and Shildon District Water, Houghton-le-Spring District 
Gas, Great Northern Railway, Morecambe Gas, North 
British and Bothwell Railway Companies, Mirfield Gas, 
Birmingham Gas, Wisbech Gas, Preston Gas, Lancaster Gas, 
— and Wye Railway and Canal, Severnbridge Railway 


ies, 
JULY 1—BILL READ A SECOND TIME. 
Postic Heaurn Act AMENDMENT (INTERMENTS). 
BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 
Pavate Bitus. —Arlecdon and Frizington Water, 
London and North-Western Railway (Additional Powers), 
Taff Vale Railway, Cardiff Corporation. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
JUNE 26.—BILL IN COMMITTEE. 
Discrrtine anp Recuiation (clauses 76—80). 
BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 
Puvare Brtt.—Neath and Brecon Railway. 
Customs AND INLAND REVENUE. 
BILL READ A FIRST TIME. 

But 10 Proving ror THE ConTRIBUTION BY CHARITIES 
TOWARDS THE EXPENSES OF THE CHARITY COMMISSIONERS 
oR ENGLAND AND WALES, AND TO MAKE FURTHER Pro- 
VISIONS RESPECTING THE AccouNTs oF CuaritiEs. (Sir 
H. 8. Ibbeteon. 

JUNE 27.—-BILLS IN COMMITTEE. 
Discretivs any Reoutation (clauses 81—87). 
‘AY Orpers Conrirmation (passed through Com- 





BILL READ A THIRD TIME, 
Private Brrut.—Dudley Sewage. 
BILLS READ A FIRST TIME, 

BIL TO CONSOLIDATE AND AMEND THE LAw or PARNERSHIP, 
(Mr. S. Lloyd.) Bitu with respect To THE ReTuRNS 
or Recerts AND ExpenpiturE oF Higuways. (Mr. 
Sclater- Booth.) 

JUNE 30.—BILL IN COMMITTEE. 
Army Discirtine anp Recutation (clauses 87—122). 
BILL READ A FIRST TIME. 

Britt For THE TRANSFER OF PROPERTY HELD FOR THE SER- 
vick or Her Maszsry’s Customs To THE CoMMISSIONERS 
or Her Maszsry’s Works anp Pusiic Buitpines, AND 
FOR OTHER PuRPOsES. (Mr. E. Noel.) 

JULY 1.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 
Suppry or Drinx on Crepit. Trustexs’ RELIEF. 
BILL IN COMMITTEE. 

EnciosvrE ProvisionaL Orper (WuitTincton Common). 
JULY 2.—BILL READ A SECOND TIME. 
Spirits iv Bonn, 








Court Papers. 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 


Rota or REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Court o Mast 

Date. ‘dora. "hate. mm V.C, Mars. 
Monday, July 7Mr.Clowes Mr.Cobby Mr. Teesdale 
Tuesday seer Koe Jackson Farrer 
Wednesday.... 9 Clowes Cobby Teesdale 
Thursday .... 10 oe Jackson - Farrer 
Friday........ 11 | Clowes Cobby Teesdale 
Saturday...... 12 Koe Jackson Farrer 

v.0.Bacoy. V.O. Hatt, Me See 

Monday, July 7Mr. Leach Mr. Ward Mr. King 
Tuesday ...... 8 Latham Pemberton Merivale 
Wednesday.... 9 Leach Ward King 
Thursday .... 10 Latham Pemberton Merivale 
Friday.....se. 11 Leach Ward King 
Saturday...... 12 Latham Pemberton Merivale 


SUMMER CIRCUITS. 

[The following is a corrected edition, issued by order, in 
consequence of some changes in the arrangement.s] 

Western (the Lord Chief Justice and Lopes, J.)—Win- 
chester, Saturday, July 5 ; Salisbury, Thursday, July 10; 
Dorchester, Monday, July 14; Exeter and City, Thursday, 
July 17; Bodmin, Wednesday, July 23; Wells, Saturday, 
July 26 ; Bristol, Friday, August 1. Oxford (the Lord Chief 
Baton and Hawkins, J.)—Reading, Thursday, July 3; 
Oxford, Monday, July 7 ; Worcester and City, Wednesday, 
July 9; Stafford, Monday, July 14; Shrewsbury, Tuesday, 
July 22 ; Hereford, Thursday, July 24; Monmouth, Mon- 
day, July 28; Gloucester and City, Thursday, July 31. 
South-Eastern (Baggallay, L.J., and Grove, J.)—Chelms- 
ford, Thursday, July 3; Lewes, Tuesday, July 8; Maid- 
stone, Monday, July 14; Hertford, Monday, July 21; 
Huntingdon, Thursday, July 24; Cambridge, Saturday, 
July 26; Bury St. Edmunds, Wednesday, July 30; 
Norwich and City, Monday, August 4, North-Eastern 
(Bramwell, L.J., and Stephen, J.)—Neweastle and 
Town, Monday, July 7 ; Durham, Monday, July 14; York, 
Monday, July 21; Leeds, Saturday, July 26. Midland 
Thesiger, L.J., and Lindley, J.)—Aylesbury, Wednesday, 

uly 2; Bedford, Friday, July 4; Northampton, Tuesday, 
July 8 ; Leicester and Borough, Saturday, July 12; Oak- 
ham and Town, Thursday, July 17; Lincoln and City, 
Friday, July 18; Nottingham and Town, Wednesday, J 
23; Derby, Monday, July 28; Warwick, Saturday, August 
2. Northern (Lush, J., and Bowen, J.)—Carlisle, Saturday, 
July 5 ; Appleby, es July 9; Lancaster, Thurs- 
day, July 10; Manchester, Monday, July 14; Liverpool, 
Saturday, July 26. North Wales (Huddleston, B,)—New- 
town, Saturday, July 5 ; Dolgelley, Tuesday, July 8 ; Car- 
narvon, Thursday, July 10 ; Beaumaris, Monday, July 14; 
Rathin, Friday, July 18 ; Mold, Monday, July 21; Chester 
and City, Wednesday, July 23. South Wales (Manisty, J.) 
—Haverfordwest and Town, Thursday, July 3; Cardigan, 
Monday, July 7 ; Carmarthen and Borough Thursday, July 
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‘10 ; Brecon, Tuesday, July 15; Presteign, Monday, July 
21; Chester and City, Wednesday, July 23; Swaasea, 
“Thursday, July 31. ‘ 

Lord Coleridge, C.J., and Mr. Justice Denman will open 
the commission for Surrey, at Croydon, on Thursday, July 
24. Lord Coleridge, C.J., Mr. Justice Denman, Mr. Baron 
Pollock, and Mr. Justice Field will remain in town. 

Nore.—It will be seen that the following alterations have 
been made :—Kelly, O.B., will, in place of Stephen, J., 
accompany Hawkins, J., on the Oxford Circuit; Kelly, 
4C.B.’s place on the North Wales Circuit being filled by 
Huddleston, B. ; while Stephen, J., will go on the North- 
Eastern Circuit with Bramwell, L.J., instead of Huddleston, 
B., as formerly arranged. 





SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 


July 8.—Messrs. BAxTER, PayNE, & LErpER, at the Mart, 
at 2 p.m., freehold property and building land (see advertise- 
ment, June 14, p. 6). 

July 8.—Messrs. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, & FARMER, at tho 
Mart, at 2 p.m., freehold and copyhold estates (see advertise- 
ments, June 14, p. 11, and June 21, p. 4). 

July 8.—Messrs. Driver & Co., at the Mart, at 2 p.m., free- 
hold properties (see advertisement, June 14, p. 14). 
uly 8.—Mr. Rozins, at the Mart, at 2 p.m., Freehold property 

see advertisement, June 14, p. 19). 

July 9.—Messrs. Harry Foster & Co., at the Mart, at 2 
pan copyhold property (see advertisement, this week, p. 4). 
July 9.—Messrs. Prion & Newson, at the Mart, at 2 p.m, 

freehold estate (see advertisemeat, this week, p. 5). 

July 10.—Mr. T. W. Horney, at the King’s Head Hotel, 
mie ip gr at 2 p.m., freehold estate (see advertisement, this 
week, p. 4). 

July 10.—Mr. Joun Lezzs, at the Mart, at 1 for 2 p.m., free- 
hold estate, see advertisement, this week, p. 5). 

July 10.—Messrs. C. C. & T. Moors, at 1 for 2 p.m., freehold 
and leasehold estates (see advertisement, this week, p. 4). 

July 10 and 11.—Mesers. Norton, Trist, Watney, & Co., 
at the Mart, at 2 p.m. (each day), freehold and lease- 
hold properties (see advertisement, June 14, p. 18). 
uly 11.—Messrs. Frank Lewis & Kemp, at the Mart, at 2 
p-m., freehold and leasehold properties (see advertisement, 
this week, p. 5). 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


; BIRTH. 

JAckson.—June 36, at South Newlands, Middlesbrough, 

the wife of F. H. Jackson, solicitor, of a daughter, 
MARRIAGES. 

JESSON—PEACH.—June 24, at St. Botolph’s, Sheepshed, 
Thomas Jesson, of Barton Lodge, in the county of Leicester, 
solicitor, to Charlotte, daughter of Mr. S. Peach, ofthe Elms, 
Thringstone, in the same county. 

RotTHERA—HARNEE.—June 26, at Nottingham, Frederick 
William Rothera, solicitor, to Malvina, daughter of Sigisi- 
mund Harnee, Newcastle Drive, The Park, Nottingham. 


DEATH. 
SwEeEt.—June 26, at 140, Maida-vale, London, George Sweet, 
of the Inner Temple, barrister-at-law, age 65. 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


Professional Partnerships Dissolved. 
Fray, June 27, 1879. 
Belfrage, John Henry, and Henry Samuel Middleton, John st, Bedford 
row, Solicitors. May 31 
Hustwick, Thonias, and George Chaplin Livett, Soham, Cambridge, 
Solicitors, June 24 
TvuEsDAY, July 1, 1879, 
mom. Smt, and Joan Maude, Lincoln’s inn fields, Solicitors. 
une 


Winding up of Joint Stock Companies, 
Limrrep tn OBANCERY, 
Fray, June 27, 1879. 

‘Cole Harbour Land Company, Limited.—Petition for winding u 
sented June 25, directed to be heard before V.C. Bacon, on 7 
Brandon, Essex st, Strand petitioners in person 5 

Commercial Mills, Oswaldwistle, Limited.—Petition for winding up, 
presented June 24, directea to be heard before the M.R. on July 
5. Mersland, St Switbin’s lane, agent for Addleshaw and War- 
burten, Manchester, solicitors for the petitioner 

Coombe Works, Limited.—Creditors are required on or before July 17, 
to send their names and ad dresses, and the particulars of their debts 


pre- 
uly 5. 





July 5, 1879, 
= 
or-claims to Flaxman Haydon, Bishopsgate st Within. July % 4 
, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts my 
aims 
Grove Mill Cotton Spinning and Manufacturing Company, Limited, 
tion for winding up presented June 26, directed to be heard before 
Bacon, on Jaly 5. Clarke and Co, Lincoln’s inn fields, agents 4, 
Standring , Rochdale, solicitor for the petitioner 
Hempsted and Company Phoenix Iron and Crank Works, Gr 
Limited.— Petition for winding up presented June 26, directed 
heard before the M.R.on July 12. Moresby-White, ©! 
agent for White, Grantham, solicitor for the petit-oners 
Nissum Fiord Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up Presenta] 
June 25, directed to be heard before the M.R, on July 5, Pollock my 
Co, Lincoln’s inn fieids, solicitors for the petitioner 


County PALATINE oF LANCASTER. 
Limirep tn CHANCERY. 
Farpay, June 27, 1879. 

Toxteth Brewery Company, Limited.—By an order made by the 
dated June 16, it was ordered that the voluntary winding up gf 
above company, except as regards the appointment of John Moris, 
as liquidator, be continued. Etty, Liverpool, solicitor for the 

tioners 
Limwirep In CHANCERY. 
Tugspay, July 1, 1879. 

Derbyshire Wagon Company, Limited.—Petition for winding 
sented June 18, directed to be heard before the M.R, on J; 
Geare and Son, Lincoln’sinn fields, agents for Robotham, 
solicitor for the petitioner 

Great Western Iron Company, Limited.—Petition_ for winding up 
sented June 27, directed to be heard before V.C. Hall on Jaly jj 
Rexworthy, Cheapside, agent for Parker, Newnham, solicitor forty 
petitioner 

National Coffee Palace Company, Limited.—Petition for 
presented June 27, directed to be heard before the M.R. on Julph, 
Miller, Moorgate st, solicitor for the petitioner 

St Bride’s Welsh Slate and Slab Co, Limited.—Petition for winding 
presented June 24, directed to be heard before V.C. Hall on lay 
Prior and Co, Lincoln’s inn fields, agents for Price, Haverforivs, 
solicitor for the petitioners 

Storforth Lane Colliery Company, Limited.—Creditors are requested, a 
or before July 25, to send their names and adresses, and the 
ticulars of their debts or claims,to Thomas George Shuttlewon 
Wharncliffe chambers, Bank st, Sheffield. Friday, Aug 8 at ili 
appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claim 


UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
TvueEspay, July 1, 1879. 


Debenture Trust.—V.C, Hall has by an order, dated June lf, 
pointed James Cooper, Coleman st buildings, to be otficial liquidat} 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Turspay, June 24, 1879, 

Clarke, John Jeffkins, Devonshire pl, Portland pl, Stockbroker, 
17. Barker v. Perowne, V.C. Bacon. Mason, Basinghall st 

Colton, Thomas Cowell, Torquay, Tailor. July 24. Colton vy. 
M.R. Wollen, Torquay 

Cooke, Hannah, West Ham, Essex. Jaly 30. Grew v. Hudson, 
Hall. Eimslie and Oo, Leadenhall st 

Hutton, Joseph, Wigton, Oumberland, Farmer. July 21. Hutto 
Hutton, V.C, Hall. McKeever, Wigton 

Mulcaster, James, Stanwix, Cumberland, Gent. July 21. Dalstn 
Nanson, V.C. Hall, Nanson, Carlisle 

Partridge, Charles, Shelly Hall, Suffolk, Farmer. July 21. Part 
v. Partridge, V.C. Hall. Philbrick, Austin Friars 

Pennycuick, Sarah, Hampton Court Palace. July 21. Pennyeuick ¥i 
Pennycuick, V.C. Hall. Borrett, Whitehall pl 

Sanders, Henry Hepper, Exeter, Fishmonger. July 19, Sandew 
Sanders, Fry, J. Rogers, Exeter 

Stockbridge, William, Pentonville rd, Bed Manufacturer, July 
Peyton v. Stockbridge, M.R. Daw, Essex st, Strand 

Twelvetrees, Robert, Biggleswade, Bedford, Baker. July 21. 
nall v. Twelvetrees, V.O. Hail. Sydney, Finsbury circus 

Vandervord, James Wilson, Southend, Gent, July 18. Wools 
Oxley, M.R. Rooke, Lincola’s inn fields 


Bankrupts. 
Fray, June 27, 1879. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrat. 
To Surrender in Londoa. 
Bennett, John, Cold Harbour laue, Surrey, Grocer. Pet June 
Murray, July 1l at 12 
Bieaiit, Byron, Leadenhall st, Surgeon. Pet June 23, Murray. Ji 
ac lz 
Burrell, Alexander, Regent circns, Indian Tea Merchant, Pet Ja 
. Murray. July 1) at 11.30 
Cohen, Lewis, Grace’s alley, Weil st East, Tailor. June 24. Mami) 
July 11 at 12.30 
Hall, William, Layard road, Bermondsey, Currier. Mot Jaly 
Brougham, July 8 at 12 
Jones, William Henry, Lower Kennington lane, Coal Agent. PetJ 
25. Brougham, July 8 atl 
Nogent, Christopher, and Allan Andersor Whitehorne, Bermondsey 
Leather Merchaats, Pet June 23, Murray. Jaly 9 atl 


To Surrender in the Country. 

Brown, Robert, New Barnet, Hertford, Builder. Pet June 18. 'B 
Barnet, July 8 at 12 

Culliford, Thomas, Wiveliscombe, Somerset, Auctionser. Pet Jane sy 
Meyler. Taunton, July 12 at 12 

Morrow, James, Low Feli, Durham, Manafacsurer’s Clerk, Pet 
23. Daggett. Newcastle, July 8 at il ‘ 

North, George William, Southend, Essex, Commercial Traveller. 
April 2. Gepp. Chelmsford, July 8 at 11 
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Overend, John, Liverpool, Cotton Broker. Pet June 23, Cooper, 
foal, July 10 at 12° 


William Wi'cox, West Harptree, Somerset. Pet June 20. 


Foster. Wells, July 11 at 11.30 , 
Seotson, James, Wigan, Agent. Pet June 24. Woodcock. Wigan, 
12 at 10. 
Sun Williem, Whi'wick, Leicester, Butcher. Pet June 25. Hub- 
bersty. Burton-on-Tren:, July 9 at 1 


TuEspay, July 1, 1879. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
#o Surrender in London. 
"Benjamin, Edgware rd, Tailor. Pet June 28. 
July 16 at 12 


Brougham, 


To Surrender in the Country. 
Cullen, Charles, Northfleet, Gravesend, Ship Builder, 
rd, Rochester, July 24 at 3 

Fisher, William, Wor'e, Somerset, Draper. Pet June 27. Lovibond. 
Bridgwater, Jniy 17 at 11 

Hobson, Henry, and Joseph Taylor, Hogsthorpe, Lincoln, Builders. 
Pet June 26. Staniland. Boston, July 14 at 12,30 

Parker, Gecrge Croft, Great Grimsby, Butcher. Pet June 25, Bates. 
Great Grimsby, July 12 at 11 

Smith, Henry, Bslsall Heath, Worcester, Tin Plate Worker. Pet June 
97, Parry. Birminzham, July 15 at 2 

Jylor, James, and Jonathan Dunning, Middlesborough, Builders. 
Pet June 26. Crosby. Stockton-on-Tees, July 17 at 3 


Pet June 26. 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED, 
Turspay, July 1, 1879. 
Chuiley, Samuel, Silver st, Go'den sq, Licensed Victualler. June 26 
Coppen, Eliza, Great Warley, Essex, Farmer, June 21 
Dowey, Isabe!la, Middlesborouczh, Innkeeper. June 17 
Redmond, William Archer, Warwick st, Pimlico, Gent., M.P. June 


"Woolf, Saul, and Benjamin Woolf, Wellclose sq. June 26 


Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 


Fripay, June 27, 1879. 
Allen, James Key, Ryde, Isle of Wight, Confectioner. July 7 at 3 at 
om of ag ow, Southampton buildings, Chancery lane. Shutte, 
uthampton 
Amold, Henry, Wolverhampton, General Ironworker. July 10 at 3 at 
offices of Rhodes, Queen st, Wolverhampton 
Bailey, R bert Walter, Thomas William Embledon, jun, and George 
Bailey, Wakefield, Co llierv Proprietors. July 10 at 11 at Great Bull 
Hotel, Westeate, Wskefield, Fernandes, Wakefield 
Bailey, William, Ellesmere, Salop, Pork Butcher. July 10 at lat 
Offices of Blackburne and Allen, E'lesmere 
Barrowdale , Thomas, Longton, Stafford, Tailor. July 7 at 3.30 at 
Offices of C larke and Hawley, Stafford st, Longton 
Barry, Walsh, and Thonas Hodge, Bristol, Builders. July 12 at 11 at 
offices of Andrews, Nicholas st, Bristol 
Batstone, Joseph, Bath, Auctioneer. July 12 at 1 at Corridor Reoms, 
Corridor, Bath. Brittan and Co, Bristol 
Blatchford, George, Hols worthy, Devon, Licensed Victualler. July 10 
at 12 at offices of Bray and Peter, Holsworthy. Thorne, Barnstaple 
Board, Henry, Ventnor, Isle of Wicht, Greengrocer. July 11 at 3 at 
St John’s chambers, High st, Ventnor. Urry 
Bradley, John William, Alnwick, Northumberland, Fruiterer. July 8 
at 2 at offices of Clark, Grainger st West, Newcastle-on-Tyne 
Brenner, Max, Upper Norwood, Surrey, Hatter. July 22 at 3 at offices 
of Goldberg and Langdon, West st, Finsbury circus 
Bridge, Robert, Radcliff, Lancaster, Butcher. July 11 at 10 at offices 
of Fielding, Bowkers row, Bolton 
Brock, Fanny Louisa, Scarborough, York, Lodging-house Keeper. 
July 9 at 3 at offices of Williamson, Westborough, Scarborough 
s Charles, Stourbridge, Worcester, Hotel Proprietor. July 8 at 
11 at Mitre Hotel, High +t, Stourhridge. Collis, Stourbridge 
Brown, Joseph, Lower Woodford, Wilts, Farmer. July 15 at 11 at 
offices of Notder, City chambers, Salisbury 
Burchell, Edward, Timb'e Bridge, Leeds, Surgeon. July 10 at 3 at 
cf Tempe-t and Hewson, Albion st, Leeds Brown 
Bart, William, Essex road, Islington, Baker. July 9 at 4 at offices of 
Young and Sons, Mark lane ‘ 
Bury, Charles Augustus, Lillington st, Pimlico, Warehousoman’s 
pe 10 at 12 at offices of Plunkett and Leader, St Paul’s 
bar =a Leeds, Grocer. July 10 at 2 at offices of Whiteley, 
’ 8 
‘Campbell, Robert Saul, St Helen’s, Lancaster, Merchant, July 15 at 2 
Pda of Massey, Hardshaw st, St He'ens 
Y, Henry, Middlesborough, Tailor. July 15 at 12 at Black Swan 
on" Coney st, York. Jackson, Middlesborough 
K, Cornelins Ad:m, Tuxford, Nottingham, Innkeeper. July 11 at 
on at of Beseoby, Grove st, Retford 4 
kram, James, Corsenmbe, Dorset, Butcher. July 9 at 12 at Red 
Ru. Inn, Yeovil. Watt » Yeovil 
per, Joseph Ebenezer, Leicester, Builder. July 10 at 12 at offices 
oz, Ji ton, Chancery st, Leicester 
» John, Ledbury, Hereford, Innkeeper. July 4 at 11 at Feathers 
Cut Ledbury Garrood, Ledbury 
rtis, John Thomas, Stowey, Somerset, Draper. July 15 at ! at 
Grand Hote!, Broaa'st, Bristol. Reed and Cook, Bridgwater 
8, David, Llandovery. Carmarthen, Miller. J uly 9 at 1 at offices 
of Wiliams, Market st. Liandilo ; 
Seams gt end William Henry Denham, Adlington, Lancaster, 
. t to ki 
Dowson, Francis Rosedale nen sane pene Pickering Tork, Farmer. 
Moy at 2at Crown Hotel, Rosedale Zast Side. Harrison, Kirby 


}Ecwards, Charles, Ledbu 
. ’ ry, Hereford, Grocer. July 7 at 12 at Town- 
hall, Ledbury, Mesefield and Sons, Ledbury of 





Edwards, William, Wolverhampton, Bootmaker. July 10 at 3 at offices 
of Willcock, Queen’s chambers, North s', Wolv -rhampton 

Eltoft, John, Bradford, York, Boot and Ciog Maker. July 8 at 10 at 
offices of Singleton, New Booth st, Bradford 

Ferris, Tom, Wolverhampton, Cabinet Maker. July 10 at 2 at offices 
of Stratton, Queen st, Wolverhampt n 

Finigan, Owen, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Tiilor. July 14 at 3 at offices of 
Legge and Dennison, Mosley st, Newcastle-ou-Ty ne 

Fleay, John Martin, Liverpool, Lamp Maker. July 10 at 11 at offices 
of Etty, Lord st, Liverpool 

Freeman, William, Longborough, Gloucester, Blacksmith. July 8 at 2 
at the Unicorn Hotel, Moreton-in-M»rsh. Smith, Cheltenham 

Furnival, William, Wednesfield, Stafford, Builder, July 10 at 11 at 
offices of Stratton, Queen st, Wolverhampton 

Furse, George Woolland, Teignmouth, Devon, Ironmonger. July 8 at 
3 at the Castle Hotel, Castle st, Exeter. Floud, Exeter 

Gillett, John Fox, High st, Kingsland, Grocer. July 10 at 3 at the 
Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Price, Walbrook 

Hadwen, Thomas, Southport, Lancaster, Builder. July 9 at 3.30 at 
offices of Parr and Sadler, Lord st, Southport 

Halliley, Robert Thomas, York, Shoemaker. July 9 at 11 at offices of 
Mann and Son, New st, York 

Hams, Frederick, and Elizabeth Mary Hams, Cha!lock, Keat, Farmers. 
July 9 at 2 at the Royal Oak Hotel, Ashford. Minter, Folkestone 

Harrison, Samuel, Holt, Denbign, Farmer. July 18 at 2,30 at offices 
of Walker and Smith, Abbey ga'eway, Northgate st, Chester 

Hemingway, James, Earlsheaton, York, Grocer. July 10 at 3 at offices 
of Ibberson, Westgate, Dewsbury 

Hepworth, William, Barnsley, Provision Dealer. July 16 at 3 at offices 
of Rideal, Chronicle chambers, Barnsley 

Hetherington, Henry, Tickhill, York, Cattle Dea'er. July 10 at 4 at 
offices of Gill and Hall, French Gate, Doncaster 

Hirst, Thomas, Burnley, General Dealer. July 11 at 3 at the Exchange 
Hotel, Nicholas st, Burnley. Sutcliffe, Burniey 

Holt, Thomas George Frederick, Falmouth rd, New Kent rd, Manager. 
July 12 at 12 at offices of Tanner and Co, Great Russell st, Blooms- 
bury. Crozier, Change alley, Cornhill 

Ivings, Frank, Upper Manor st, Chelsea, Builder, July 7 at 3 at offices 
of Storry, Lombard st 

James, Walter, Queen Victoria st, Tailor, July 14 at 3 at offices of 
ae and Co, Fleet st. Glyn, Southampton buildings, Chancery 
ane 

Jerram, Samuel, Watnall, Nottingham, Baker. July 14 at 11 at offices 
of Black, Low pavement, Nottingham : 

Johnson, Robert, Gateshead, Durham, Engineer’s Factor. July 8 at 3 
at offices of Stanford, Collingwood st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Jones, William, Trecynon, Glamorgan, Grocer. July 12 at 1 at offices 
of Linton, Canon st, Aberdare 

Kirkup, George, West Hartlepool, Outfitter. July 11 at 3 at offices of 
Wilson, Collingwood st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Lang, Edward, Mill st, Hanover sq, Restanrateur. 
offices of Reep and Co, Bush lane, Cannon st 

Laughton, Joseph, Cambridge, Builder. July 11 at 11 at offices of Way- 
man, Silver st, Cambridge 

Laws, William, Stockton-on-Tees, Grocer. July 10 at 11 at offices of 
Hunton and Bolsover, High st, Stockton-on-Tees 

Leacey, Eliza, Cheltenham, Gloucéster. July 10 at 12 at offices of 
Chesshyre, Regent st, Cheltenham 

Linney, Henry, Longroyd Bridg’, Huddersfie'd, Bootmaker. July 21 
at 3 at offices of Ainley and Hall, New st, Huddersfield 

Lockwood. Thomas, Market Hal!, Huddersfi-ld, Grocer. July 9 at 3 at 
offices of Learoyd aud Co, Buxton rd, Hudderstield 

Lodge, William Earnshaw, Bradford, Hotel Keaper. July 11 at 3 at 7, 
Parkinson chambers, Market st, Bradford 

Longee, Noah Smith, Bradford, Stuff Merchant. July 7 at 3 at offices 
of Taylor and Co, Piccadilly, Bradford 

Lowe, Thomas, Bilston, Stafford, Provision Dealer. July 9 at 3 at 
offices of Rhodes, Queen st, Wolverhamptoa 

Lyons, Simeon, High st, Borough, Tailor. July 17 at 2 at offices of 
— and Mason, Ir ger lane. Moresby-White, Ch y 


C) 

Mallin, Edwin, Tividale, Stafford, Farmer. July 12 at 11 at offices of 
Shakespeare, Church st, Oldbury 

Maynard, Gershom, Winchester, Confectioner. July 10 at 3 at the 
Eagle Hotel, Winchester. Adams and Co 

Merrell, Francis, Leicester, Boot Manufacturer. July 10 at 3 at offices 
of Shires, Market st, Leicester 

Mills, George Jonathan, jun, Great Yarmouth, Fish Merchant. July 
10 at 12 at offices of Wiltshire, Hali Plain, Great Yarmouth 

Mitchelson, Robert John, South Shields, Refresnment Room Keeper. 
July 10 at 11 at offices of Wawn, Barrington st, South Shields 

Murdoch, James, Nottingham, Draper. July 8 at3 at offices of Belk, 
Middle pavement, Nottingham 

Murtagh, Thomas, Birmingham, Grocer. July 7 at 10.15 at offices of 
East, Temple st, Birmingham 

McIntosh, John, Redcar, York, Baker. July 8 at 11 at offices of Spry, 
Zetland road, Middlesborough 

Newby, Thomas, Monkwearmouth, Darbam, Builder. July 9 at3 at 
offices of Huntley, Fawcet: st, Sunderiand 

Noy, William, Westleton, Suffolk, Farmer. July 14 at 2 at White Hart 
Inn, Saxmundham. Wiltshire, Great Yarmouth 

Parker, Caroline Jane, Soho Bazaar, Oxford st, Dealer in Fancy Goods. 
July 10 at 3 at offices of Price, John st, Bedford row 

Peacock, Joseph Henry, Pateley Bridge, York, Auctimeer. July at 8 
at 3 at offices of Bateson and Hutchinson, Harrogate 

Percival, William, Runcorn, Chester, Farmer. July 9 at 2 at Paiten 
Arms Hotel, Warrington, Linaker and Hitchin, Runcorn 

Plowright, John, Malvern, Worcester, out of business. July 7 at 2 at 
offices of Boulton, Gresham buildings, Guildhall 

Plambly, George, Warnford court, Throgmorton st, Stock and Share 
Dealer. July 21 at 12 at Cannon st Hotel, Crump and Son, Philpot 
lane 

Raynor, George, Mare st, Hackney. July 5 at 2 at offices of Biggenden, 
Wells st, Hackney 

Reilly, John, Wednesbury, Stefford, Nut and Bolt Manufacturer. 
July 9 at 11 at offices of Sheldon, High st, Wednesbury 

Rendell, Job, Sonth Chard, Somerset, Auctioneer, July 9 at 12 at 
Chard road Hotel, Chard road, Tweed 


July 15 at 3 ab 








712 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


July 5, 187, 








Roberts, Godfrey, William Roberts, Samuel Roberts, John Henry 
Roberts, and Benjamin Robinson, Cleckheaton, York, Card Makers. 
July 9 at 11 at Royal Hotel, Cleckheaton. Carry, Cleckheaton 

Robins, Joseph, and Richard James Robins, Tredegar, Monmouth, 
Maltsters. July 11 at 12 at offices of Shepard, Queen st, c 

Rogers, Charles James, Manchester. Commission agent. July 11 at 3 
at offices of Gardner, Cooper st, Manchester 

Ruan, Malachy, Manchester, Wheelwright. July 10 at 3 at offices of 
Brett and Craren, Kennedy st, Manchester 

Sandford, William Henry, 8t Saviour, Devon, Ironmonger. July 8 at 
12 at Magor’s Hotel, Queen st, Newton Abbott. Pearse, Plymouth 

Schofield, William, Rochdale, Tailor. July 14 at 3 at offices of Stand- 
ring, King st, Rochdale 

Semple. Edward Thomas, Railway place, Victoria Docks, Oilman. July 
9 at 2 at offices of Morphett and Hanson, King st. Terry, King st 

Shipton, Job, Warrington, Licensed Victua ler. Jaly 11 at 3 at offices 
of Davies and Co, Martet place, Warrington 

Smith, Henry, Duke st, Southwark, Glass Merchant. July 18 at 12 at 
Guildhall Tavero, Gresham st. Thomson and Eiwards, Moorzate st 

Smith, Henry, Brede, Sussex, Farmer. July 10 at 12 at Green’s 
Hotel, Havelock road, Hastings. Sheppard, Battle 

Smith, John Benjamin, Bedminster, Bristol, Rope Manufacturer. July 
A at No 4 Room, The Athenzum, Corn st, Bristol. Miller, 

risto 

Smith, William, Coventry, Baker. July 10 at 11 at offices of Hughes 
ard Masser, Little Park st, Coventry 

Smith, William, and John Armitage Crawshaw, Barnsley, York, 
Grocers. July 11 at 11 at the Queen’s Hotel, Regent st, Barnsley. 
Tyas and Co, Barnsley 

Sowerby, Thomas, Barnetby-le-Wold, Lincoln, Tailor. July 9 at 11.30 
. nae Hotel, Uleeby. Stephenson and Mountain, Great 

rimsby 

Staddon, Henry Nathaniel, Southwark st, Hop Factor. July 10 at 
12 at the Masons’ Hall Tavern, Mason's avenue, Basinghall st. Few, 

Borough High st 

Startup, Wiliam, Coxheath, East Farleigh, Kent,Grocer, July 10 at 
12 at offices of Monckton and Co, King st, Maidstone 

Steer, Philip, Coles Cross, Alvington, Devon, Blacksmith. July 11 at 
11 at offices of Elworthy and Co, Courtenay st, Plymouth 

Stock, John, Corsham, Wilts, Engineer. July 8 at 11 at the Chris- 
topher Hotel, Bath. Bartrum and Bartlett, Bath 

Sully, Thomas, Wiveliscombe, Somerset, Baker. July 10 at 11 at offices 
of Reed and Cook, Paul st, Taunton 

Sutcliffe, Henry William, Halifax, Ropemaker. July 9 at 3 at the 
White Lion Hotel, Silver st, Halifax. Boocock, Halifax 

Sutcliffe, Thomas, Manchester, Glass Bottle Maker. July 17 at 3 at 
offices of Rideal, Br st, Manchest 

Tame, George, Southampton, Grocer. July 11 at 3 at offices of Bell, 
Portland st, Southampton 

Tondo, Giovanni, Cornhill, Watch Importer. July 16 at 3 at offices of 
Butcher, Cheapside 

Treadgold, James Powell, Middlzsporongh, Auctioneer. July 12 at 11 
at offices of Dobson, Gosford st, Middlesborough 

Tucker, William Domett, St Helen’s, Isle of Wight, Yeoman. July 14 
at 3 at offices of Blake and Reed, Union st, Portsea 

Ctley, William, sen, Burnley, Draper. July 15 at 3 at the Exchange 
Hotel, Nicholas st, Burnley. Hodgson, Burnley 

Varley, William, Huddersfield, Boot and Shoe Maker. July 16at 3 at 
offices of Ainley and Hall, New st, Huddersfield 

Yan Camp, Gerard Francis, Netherwood st, Kilburn, Builder. July 
15 at 3 at offices of Lovelock and Whiffin, Coleman st. Herbert and 
Kent, Gracechurch st 

Vincent, George Alfred, Stockport, Chester, Architect. July 9 at 3 at 
offices of Brown and Ainsworth, St Peter’s gate, Stockport 

Vinnicome, James Tucker, Holsworthy, Devon, Builder. July 12 at 
11 at the Stanbope Arms, Holsworthy. Bridgman, Tavistock 

Vipond, John Anderson, Sunderland, House Builder. July 16 at 10 at 
offices of Hines and Co, West Sunniside, Sunderland 

Wadsworth, Arthor Thomas, Bradford, York, Contractor. July 11 at 
2.30 at the Market Tavern, Godwin st, Bradford. Walker, Batley 

Warburton, Charles Wesley, Hunsterson, Chester, Physician. July 18 
at 11 at offices of Cooke, Temple chambers, Oak st, Crewe Town 

Ward, Herbert, Huddersfield, Grocer. July 16 at 3 at offices of Sykes 
and Son. Hodder: field 

Wells, John, Midalesborough, Tailor. July 16 at 11 at offices of 
Jackson and Jack-on, A‘bert rd, Middlesborough 

White, Thomas, Kidderminst-r, out of business, July 5 at 3at the 
Bridge Inn, Kidderminster, Saunders, jun 

Wilton, Henry, Micdlesborough, C»b Proprietor. July 7 at 11 at the 
Excelsior Hotel, Bridve st West, Middlesborough 

Woodisnd, Walter, Portobello rd, No:ting Hill, Dairyman. July 16 at 
3 at cffices of Wolseley, Titchzorne st, Edgware rd 

Woolner, George, Manchester, Grocer. July 14 at 3 at the Falstaff 
Hotel, Market place, Manch . Te » Manchest 

Wright, Edmond Henry, Mowsley, Leicester, Farmer. July 14 at 11 
at offices of Rawlins and Son, Market Harborough 

Wright, Jobn Black, Shearsby, Leicester, Licensed Victualler, July 9 
at 12 at offices of Bratton, Chancery st, Leicester 

Young, Charles Hen: y, Hastii gs, Licensed Victualler. July 9 at 12 at 
Offices of Savery, Trinity st, Hastings 

Young, Richard, Paper Hanger, South Shields. July 11 at 3 at offices 
of Newlands, Grainge rd, Jarrow-upon-Tyne 

Tuespay, July |, 1879, 

Abbott, Joseph, Huntingdon, Boot Manufacturer. July 16 at 2.30 at 
the Great Northern Hotel, Peterborough. Hunnybun, Huntingdon 

Addy, James, Nortor, Derby,Gent. July 14 at 1 at offices of Wight- 
man, Change alley, Shefheld 

Adkins, Frederick George, Aldridge, Stafford, Grocer. July 15 at 11 
at offices of Glover, Bridge st, Wa'sall 

Allan, John, South Bank, York, out of business. July 7 at 1 at/offices 
of Teale, Albert 1d, Middlesborough 

Ardrew, Charles, Hisher Broughton, Manchester, Mercantile Clerk. 
Joly 10 at 3 at offices of Hall and Son, Fountain st, Manchester 

Andrew, Jobn, Sheffield, Lieen-ed Victaalier. July 14 at 11 at offices 
of Binney and Co, Queen st chambers, She field 

Bainbridge, Wiliam, Kirkby Lonsdale, Westmoreland, Gardenor. 
July 16 at 1) st offices of Picard, Kirkoy Lonsdale 

Bend, Charles Downs, Glossop, , Stonemason. July 16at3 at 
the Norfolk Arms Hotel, G + Davis, Glossop 











Barton, James, Sheffield, Corn Factor. July 11 at 3 at offices of 
and Oo, Prideaux chambers, Change alley, Sheffleld. Machen 
Bird, John, Bristol, Agent. July 10 at 12 at offices of Essery, Guy. 
hall, Broad st, Bristol 

Birtwistle, William, Brownlow Fold, Lancashire, Joiner. Tuly ity 
s on of Healy, Acresfield, Bolton, Dawson and Penpj 

olton 

Black, Andrew, Manchester, Insurance Manager. July 16 at 34 
Clarence Hotel, Piccadilly, Manchester. Harris, Manchester 

Boden, William, Gomersal, York, of no occupation. July 11 at 19 
offices of Wooler, Exchange, Batley 

Brearley, Snemida, Southport, Grocer. July 15 at ll at the D 
shire Hotel, Eastbank st, Southport, Buck and Dicksons, Sout 

Brett, William, Bournemouth, Builder, July 15 at 2 at the Ante 
Hotel, Poole. Druitt, jun, Christchurch 

Brewer, James Willbe Curtis, Gloucester, Miller. July 9 at 4atog 
of Cooke, Berkeley st, Gloucester 

Buller, Frederick, Wolverhampton, Tobacconist. July 17 at 13 4 
offices of Gatis, King st, Wolverhampton 

Burrell, Jame: Ledicote, Croydon, Surrey, Boot Mannfacturer, J, 
17 at 2 at offices of Hogan and Hughes, Martin’s lane, Cannog 
London 

Button, George, Kingston-upon-Hall, Sewing Machina Dealer, Jy 
14 at 12 at offices of Pickering, Parliament st, Kingston-upo ny, 
Waiter and Spink, Hull 

Carter, Joseph, Giicrux, Cumberland, Farmer. July 18 at 3 g 
Senhouse Arms Hotel, Maryport. Tyson and Hobson, Maryport 

Chaundy, John Fulke, Sheffleld, Iron Merchant. July 14 at2a 
Incorporated Law Society's Rooms, Aldine court, High st, Sh 
Broomhead and Co, Sheffield 

Clements, Alfred Lewis, Horseferry rd, Westminster, Oilman, July 
at 12 at offices of Few, Borough High st, Southwark 

Conway, William, and Thomas Evans Ward, Gloucester, Tink 
Merchants. July 9 at 2 atthe Beil Hotel, Gloucester. Taynte 
Sons, Gloucester 

Cottrill, Henry, Cheltenham, Wheelwright. July 11 at 10 ato 
Smith, Regent st, Cheltenham 

Cox, Charles, Nottingham, Tea Dealer. July 15 at 3 at officy 
Bright, Town Club chambers, Wheeler gate, Nottingham 

Oraske, Samuel Funnell, Brisley, Norfolk, Auctioneer. July 8 atte 
offices of Cates, Swan st, Fakenham 

Davies, Thomas, Pencarreg, Carmarthen, Tailor. July 17 at$ 
offices of Lloyd, Hizh st, Lampeter 

Daws, Joseph, Castleford, York, Hosier, July 14 at 3 at theT! 
House Hotel, Market st, Manchester. Lodge, Wakefield 

Day, William, Olney terrace, New Wandsworth, Grocer, July lla 
at offices of Tinkler, Regent st 

Deighton, William Robert, and Robert Dunthorne, High Hol 
Dealers in Furniture. July 14 at 2 at 145, Cheapside, Gethi 
King st 

Douglass, Thomas Ramsay, Sunderland, Ironmonger. July 17 a 
at the Quen Hotel, Leeds. Hall, Sunderland ’ 

Eames, Williaa, Luton, Bedford, Plumber. July 18 at lla@ 
George Hotel, Lutron. Benning and Son, Luton 

Edwards, Henry, Gloucester, Publican. July 9 at 11 at office 
Henderson, College court, Gloucester 

Foreman, James Kydi, and John Todd, Lower Bronghton, nr 
ter, Builders, July 16 at 3 at offices of Sale and Co, Manchester 

Francis, Henry, sen, Reigate, Surrey, Stonemason, July 10 at 
at offices of Head, Bell st, Reigate 

Furniss, Harold, Liverpool, Lithographic Artist. July 18 at 3 at 
of Connor and Taylor, Victoria st, Liverpool. Nordon and 
Liverpool 

Gardner, Thomas, Birmingham, Retail Brewer. July 17 at3at 
of Buller and Bic*ley, Bennett’s hill, Birmingham 

Glossop, Georze Edward, Bristol, Chemi:t. July 14 at 12 at the 
of Court Hotel, Lincoln’s inn fields, London, Brown, Bristol 


Good, John William, Sugden rd, Wandsworth, out of business, J 
24 at 4 at offices of Marsha!l, Chancery lane 

Goodwin, David, Luton, Bedford, Straw Hat Manufacturer. July 
at 11 at the Red Lion Hotel, Castile st, Luton, Neve, Luton 

Hailes, George Eiward, Smal! Heath, Birmingham, Grocer. July! 
10.30 at offices of Maher, Upper Temple st, Birmiagham 

Hales, Clarke, Bassingbourn, Cambridge, Wine Merchant. July li 
2 at the Red Lioa Hotel, Petty Cury. Nash, Royston 

Hamand, Arthur Samuel, Storey’s gate, Westminster, Civil Eng 
July 10 at 1 at offiees of Faithfull and Owen, Westminster ch 
Victoria st 

Hamlett, John, Cardiff, Builder. July 10 at 12 at offices of Miller, 
Mary st, Cardiff 

Harding, Williiam Mansell, Kirkdale, nr Liverpool, Grocer. Jal 
at 11 at offices of E:ty, Lord st, Liverpool 

Harris, Charles Henry, St Paul’s churchyard, Costume Manu 
Juiy 14 at 3 at 145, Cheapsile, Domwett, Gre-ham st 

Harris, Thomas, Luton, Bedford, Straw Hat Manufacturer, Jaly 
at 11 at the Red Lion Inn, Casile st, Luton. Neve, Luton 

Harrison, Frederick, Neasham, Darham, Limestone Proprietor. 
16 at 12.30 at the King’s Head Hotel, Darlington, Stanwa 
Atkinson 

Harriss, Henry James, Croydon, Surrey, Cowkeeper, July 10 st? 
offices of Armstrong, Chancery lane, London 

Hatch, Richard, Liverpool, Butcher. July 15 at 3 at offices of 
Harrington st, Liverpool 

Hawker, James Willi.m, sen, Poland st, Oxford st, Engraver. Jay 
at 4 at offices of Yorke and Brewer, Conduit st, Bond st 

Heard, Henry, Bradford, Devon, Farmer. Joly 14 at 4 at office 
bag Great Torrington 

Helas, Mark, Kingston-upon-Hull, Builder, Jaly 11 at 1 at 
Imperia! Hotel, Paragon st, Kingston-upon-Hull, Walter 

Heyes, John, Wolvernampton, India Kubber Dealer. July 16 at ll 
oftices of Rudiand, Queen st, Wolverhampton ; 

Hicks, Richard, Hradiord, Devon, Farmer. July 12 at 11 at the 
Hotel, Launceston. Tepley, Great Torrington 

Higgins, Walter, Laton, Bedford, Plait Merchant, July 16 at | # 
Guildhall Tavern. Gresham st, London. Neve, Lutoa 

Hobbs, Williata buffett, Florence st, Islington, Commission 
Joly 11 at 3 at 390, City rd, Islington, Popham, Viacent ten 
Islington 





ee Pr ed 


July 5, 1879. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 713 








Hinchliffe, Frederick, cotetnt. bh Shopkeeper. July 11 at 3 at 
f Burrell, King s e 

aera, Joseph, Barnsley, York, Timber Merchant. July 17 at 
Iat the Queen Hotel, Regent st, Barnsley. Parker, Barnsley 

Howkins, John, Primethorpe, Leicester, Carrier. July 14 at 12 at 
offices of Hunter and Curtis, Halford st, Leicester 

Huson, Daniel, and James Wark, Norwich, Oil Merchants. July 11 at 
gat offices of Sadd and Linay, Theatre st, Norwich 

4 Chester, Bedding Manufacturer. July 15 at 12 at 

ines bs Tei and Mason, Bridge st row East, Chester 

Issac, Ephraim Batt, Winkleigh, beg oo med gt July 10 at 3 at the 

tel, Castle st, Exeter. Frien eter 

eu Avilism, Cromwell rd, Kensington, Builder. July 17 at 2 at 
Inns of Court dotel, High Holborn, Peacock and Goddard, South 

"s inn 
ot > Geen Clews, Great Malvern, out of business, July 11 at 12 
at the Beauchamp Hotel, Great Malvern. Lambert 

Jefferies, Charles Wi'liam, Birmingham, Brassfounder. July 14 at 12 
at offices of Hawkes and Werkes, Temple st, Birmingham 

Jenkins, Job Tomlinson, Lae ery wicuney p Grocer. July 11 at 

ffices of Rosser, High st, Pontypri 

Janna, Riphath, —, ~~ oa ad 14 at 3 at offices of Stans- 

Shakespeare st, Ward’s En alifax 

Kent, William, Middleton, Lancashire, Silk Merchant. July 17 at 3 at 
offices of Cobbett and Co, Brown st, Manchester 

Kershaw, John Hugh, Brighouse, York, Chemist. July 18 at 4 at 

s of Rhodes, Horton st, Halifax 

Knasiord, Charles ——- Corn Exchange, Loajon. July 24at 3 at 

ffices of Watney and Co 

Larkins, William, Biggleswade, Bedford, Shoeing Smith. July 16 at 3 

offices of Hooper an iggleswade 

Livingstone, William, Morecambe, Lancashire, Toy Dealer. July 14 
at 2 at offices of Johnson and Tilly, Sun st, Lancaster 

Iockley, Thomas, Chase kee ig = Builder, July 14 at ll at 
offices of Stanley, Bridge st, W«lsa) 

Lowndes, William, Pendleton, Log on Maker. July 12 at 
Il at offices of Gardner, Cooper st, Manchester 

Maden, Henry, Hapton, Lancashire, Labourer. July 14 at 3 at offices 
of Artindale and Artindale, Hargreaves st, Burniey 

Maggs, Benjamin Harris, Bristo!, Bedding Manufacturer. July 18 at 
ll at offices of Parsons, High st, Bristol. Burgess and Co, 
Bristol 

a ele apa nae thea woo gamma July 22 at 3 at offices 
of Tweedy Hig st, Stockton-on-Tees 

Marks, Henry, 7 Isic “J Nile nt July 21 at 3 at offices of 
Brett and Co, enhall st. Bramsdon, Portsea 

Marshal, George Hinmers, Liverpool, Licensed Victualler. July 15 
oon — of aan and Co, South John st, Liverpool. Haigh 
and Son, Liverpool’ 

Merrill, Benjamin, Sheffield, Estate Agent. July 14 at 12 at the 
ser - the Incorporated Law Society, Aldine court, High st, 
Shetfie 

Miers, Henry, Barrow-in-Furness, out of business. July 7 at 11 at 
the Sun Hotel, Barrow-in-Furness. Sims, Barrow-in-Furness 

— Saree Swenloghens, Rego J ae 14 at 3 at offices of 

ler and Bickley, Bennett’s hi'l, Birmingham 

—_. fev yor ar York, Gardener. Jaly 8 at 11 at offices 
ot Broughton rkgate, Bradfor 

Morgan, William Thomas, St Martin’s ct, St Martin’s lane, Licensed 
Victualler. July 14 at 2 at offices of Tilling, Bishopsgate st within 

— — vgs aero re pe one Baker. July 17 at 3 at 
offices of Morris, Carter lane, Doctors’ common 

Nicholls, Joseph Osborne, John Lily, and George Samuel Bunyan, 
Hind ct, Fleet st, Varnish Manufacturers. July 10 at 11 at the 
White Hart Inn, Lower Mitcham. Philby, Fenchurch bldgs, City 

Tag — rng? mama Grocer. July 12, at 11 at offices of 

ge, Park row, 3 

Oday, Samuel, Leeds, Veterinary Surgeon. July 11 at 12 at offices of 

Rooke and Midgley, White Horse st, Boar lane, Leeds 
4" —_ a, hag peerage July 15 at 3 at offices of Buck- 
y. ngton’s wa. eicester 

Olsen, Abraham Nicolai ‘Theodor, Liverpool, Sh ip Chandler. July 17 
at . = Law oreo Rooms, Cook st, Liverpool. Bateson 
an verpoo 

Ormerod, Sharp, Stanningley, York, Stonemason. July 19 at 10.30 at 
offices of Cross, Wellington chambers, Westgate, Bradford 

Ons, Rabert, Jun, earinaig) at Fantom, _bo occupation. July 8 at 

at offices enister, Harold pl, Hastings 

vom ~— ——. Swansea, Lab Proprietor. July 9 at 10,30 at 

es of Jellicoe, Prospect pl, Swansea 

ye tL “Earsley, York, Cabinet Maker. July 8 at 12 at 
offices of Rhodes, Kirkgate, Bradfor 

Paxton, Henry, Ropemaker st, Finsbury, Leather Merchant. July 9 
tnd snag Bridge House Hotel, London bridge. Benson, Clement’s 

ul 

Pearson, ae, ae meg meabengen. July 14 at 3 at offices of 
Mabane, rrington s ju bields 

, George, Small heath, nr Birmingham, out of business. July 
10 at 3 at offices of Parry, Bennett’s hill, Birmingham 
old, oye Reclesheli, Stafford, Farmer. July 21 at 2 at offices of 
on, esha! 
abe Jotin, owen pra Builder. July 11 at 3 at offices 
gar, Booth st, Manchester 
Francis James, Uffoulme, Devon, Innkeeper. July 21 at 11 at 
Mildon’s Half Moon Inn, Wellington. Davie, Wellington 
» Henry, Bevenden st, Hoxton, Bonnet Shape Maker, July 11 
Victorias ottioes of Faithfull and Owen, Westminster chambers, 
by, Georke, Burnley, Stone Merchant, guy. 14 at 4 at offices of 
rtindale, Hargreaves st, Burnie’ 

Roberts, John Cookman, Maidenhead, Pianoforte Tuner. July 21 at 3 

Rae ices of Durant, Guildhall chambers, London 
yi Richard, Penrhyncoeh, Cardigan, Blacksmith, July 10 at 12 

Ra Offices of ee a) and Sons, Pier st, Aberystwith 

mon » Richard Morton, Godolphin rd, Shepherd’s bush, no cccu- 
pation, July 11 at 9at111, Cheapside. Hilbery, Billiter st 
ar Rudom, Hendon, Sunderland, Woollen Draper. July 14 at 19 
offices of Robinson and Co, Fawoett st, Sunderland 





Scougal, Thomas, Redhill, Surrey, Builder. Joly 17 at l2atthe War 
wick Hotel, Redhill. Wood and Hubbard, Redhill 
Shadbolt, William, Hertford, Licensed Victualier. July 10 at 3 at the 
Dimsdale Arms, Fore st, Hertford. Cooper, Chancery lane, London 
Simmons, Aifred William, London wall, Stationer. July 11 at 3 at 
offices of Butcher, Cheapside 
Sladen, Alfred, Leicester, Buot Manufacturer. Juiy 14 at 12 at offices 
of Harvey, Selborne bidgs, Millstone lane, Leicester 
Smith, George, Sheffield, T»ilor. July 11 at 2 at offices of Broomhead 
and Co, Bank chambers, George st, Sheffield 
Smith, John Henry, Norwich, Leather Merchant. July 14at3 at 
offices of Miller and Co, Bank chambers, Norwich k 
Smith, Watson, Bradford, Grocer. July 16 at 3 at offices of Cottam, 
Bank st, Bradford 
Smith, William Henry Wilmer, and Samuel Towndrow Stenson, Bir- - 
mingham, Leatner Merchants. July 9 at 2 at the Queen’s Hotel, 
Stephenson pl, New st, Birmingham. Fitter 
Stephen, Andrew, Queen’s gate terrace, South Kens'ngton, Doctor of 
Medicine. July 22 at 3 at offices of Lumley and Lumley, Conduit 
st, Bond st 
Stevens, Stephen, Dudley Wood, Worcester, Chain Manufacturer. 
Joly 14 at 11 at offices of Homer, High st, Brierley hill 
Stram, Alfred, Ashby st, Clerkenwell, Watch Case Maker. July 15 at 
3 at offices of Nickinson and Co, Chancery lane 
Sireet; George, Bournemouth, Bootmaker. July 15 at 2 at offices of 
being and Co, Bedford row, London. Aldridge and Sharp, Bourne= 
mouth 
Thomas, Andrew David, Cardiff, out of bu:iness, July 11 at 12 at 
Offices of Langley, St Mary st, Cardiff 
Thornely, Thomas, Frank Thornely, and James Thornley, Hyde, 
Cheshire, Cotton Manufacturers. July 15 at 3 at the Mitre Hotel, 
Cathedral gates, Manchester, Hibbert, Hyde 
Tomlins, Humphrey, Upper Walton, Salop, Farmer. July 16 at 11 a6 
offices of Craig, The Crescent, Shrewsbury 
Trebble, Robert, Minehead, Somerset, Puinter. July 18 at 12 at offices 
of Trenchard and Co, Hammet st, Taunton 
Turner, William, Kendal, Butcher. July 16 at 11 at offices of Wilson, 
Highgate, Kendal 
Waites, Robert, Middlesborough, Plumber. July 7 at 3 at offices of 
Teale, Albert rd, Middle«borough 
Walton, Abraham, South Stockton, Cabinet Maker. July 11 at 10 at 
offices of Ward, Albert rd, Middlesborough 
Warburton, Richard, Urmston, Laacashire,{surveyor. July 1 4 at3 at 
offices of Beaumont and Rickards, Booth st, Manchester 
Ward, Atkinson, Dewsbury, York, Blunket Maker. July 16 at 3 at 
offices of Scholefield and Son, Wellington rd, Dewsbury 
Waring, James, Preston, out of business. July 16 at 3 at the Stan- 
ley Arms Hotel, Lancaster rd, Preston. Spencer, Preston 
Watling, Stephen, Brighton, Saw Mill Proprietor. July 14 at 3.30 at 
the Old Ship Hotel, Brighton. Langham, Hastings 
Weelane, James, Stockton-on-''ees, Heerhouse Keeper. July 22 at4- 
at offices of Tweedy, High st, S:ockton-on-Tees 
White, Jobn, Birmingham, Fruit Salesman. July S at 10.30 at offices 
of Maher, Upper Temple st, Kirmingham 
Whitt, Charles Henry, New Radford, Nottingham, Commission Agent. 
July 18 at 3 at offices of Lees, Middie pavement, Nottingham 
Wilkinson, Henry, Bradford, Butcher. July 18 at 10.30 at offices of 
Cross, Wellington chambers, Westgate 
Wise, George, Liverpool rd, Islington, Builder. July 17 at 3 at offices 
of Foreman and Co, Gresham st. Hughes, St Benet’s pl, Grace- 
church st 
Wittenmair, Henry, Bradford, Pork Butcher. July 10 at 4 at offices of 
Wright, Darley st, Bradford 
Wood, James, Lengfieet, Dorset, late Coal Merchant. July I4at12 at 
offices of Travers, King st, Poole 
Woolf, Julia, Vere st, Oxford st, Dealer in Works of Art. July 17 at 
3 at the Inns of Court Hote!, Holvorn, Lumley and Lumley, Con- 
duit st, Bond st 
Young, David, Blackpool, Cabinet Maker. July 14 at 3 at offices of 
Winder, Bowker’s row, Bolton 





SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA, 


Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 

Guaranteed Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality, with the 
excess of fat extracted. 

The Faculty pronounce it ‘‘the most nutritious, perfectly digestible 
beverage for Breakfast, Luncheon, or Supper, and invaluable for 
Tnvalids aad Children.” 

Highly commended by the entire Medical Press. 

Being without sugar, spice, or other admixture, it suits all palates, 
keeps better in all climates, and is four times the strength of cocoas 
ee WEAKENED with starch, &c., and IN REALITY CHEAPER 
than such Mixtures. 

Made instantaneously with boiling water, a teaspoonful to a Break 
ast Cup, costing less than a halfpenny. 





CocoaTINA A LA VANILLE is the most delicate, digestible, he pest 
Vaniila Chocolate, and may be taken when richer chocolate is pro- 


aibited. 
In tin packets at 1s, 6d., 3s., &c., by Chemists and Grocers. 
Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietors, 
H. SCHWEITZER & CO., 10, Adam-street, London, W.C. 


PAINLESS DENTISTRY. 


MR. G. H. JONES, 
SURGEON DENTIST, 
57, GREAT RUSSELL-STREET, BLOOMSBURY 
(Immediately opposite the British Museum), 
Will be glad to forward his new Pampblet gratis and post-free, which 


explains the ay rae painless systern of adapting ARTIFICIAL 
TEETH (protec by Her Majesty’s Royal Letters Patent), which 


have obtained five Prize Medals, London 1862, Paris 
1867, Philadelphia 1876, Vienna 1873, and New York 
1853.—Consultation daily free, 
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EQUIRED, by the friends of a an, 0 
moderate views, an ADVOWSON or NEXT PRESENTATION 
@n an agricultural district. Surrey or Sussex preferred.—. 
¥wes, Street & Co., 30, Cornhill, E.C. 


O BE LET, on lease, No. 56, Great Russell-street, 

overlooking the green of the British Museum, as private and 

professional residence. Fitted with strong room (fire proof).—Apply, 
next door, to Mr. G. H. Jones, Surgeon Dentist. 


[is COURTS CHAMBERS, 33, Chancery-lane- 
—To be Let, Two very good Rooms, on First Floor, Rent £80, 
“free of rates and taxes.—Apply to Hatt Porter, on the premises, 








—<$<—<—>= 
3 thames STANDARD LIFE ASSURANCE OOM. 
PANY.—Established 1825, 








HE SECRETARY of STATE for INDIA in 
COUNCIL hereby GIVES NOTICE that, in accordance with the 
conditions specified in the advertisements under which India 5 per 
cent. Stock end India 5 per cent. Stock Certificates have been issucd, 
it is his intention to redeem those Securities at par on the Sth July, 
1880 


A farther advertisement will be hereafter issued as to the terms on 
which holders of the above-mentioned Steck and Certificates may be 
allowed to corvert them into Securities of the Secretary of State in 
Council at a lower rate of interest. EDWARD STANHOPE. 

India Office, 2nd July, 1879. 


REEHOLD HOUSE PROPERTY for SALE.— 
£13,000.—Block of Dwelling-houses to be erected and leased for 
40 years to a railway company. Price about 19 years’ purchase, Two- 
thirds of amount may remain on mortgage. 
£4,600.—Block of Dwelling-houses, jet for 40 years to substantial 
tenants at £288. Price equal to 17 years’ purchase. 
£3,000 Wanted for a Gent'eman, of good means, for bond fide trade 
purposes. Ample security given.—Apply, E. B. B. GzorGE, Accountant 
and Mortgage Broker, 174, Regent-street, W. 








UARDIAN FIRE AND LIFE OFFICE 
11, Lombard-street, London, E.C. 
Established 1821. Subscribed Capital, Two Millions. 
DIRECTORS. 
Caarmman—Ricu arp M. Harvey, Esq. 
Deruty-CHAIRMAN—AUGUSTUS PrevosT, Esq. 
Henry Hulse Berens, Esq. Rt. Hon. John G. Hubbard, M.P, 
Henry Bonham-Carter, Esq. Frederick H. Janson, Esq. 
Charles Wi. Curtis, Esq. G. J. Shaw Lefevre, Esq., MP. 
Charles F. Devas, Esq. Beaumont W. Lubbock, Esq. 
Sir Walter R. Farquhar, Bart. Jchn B. Martin, Esq. 
Alban G. H. Gibbs, Esq. Hy. John Norman, Esq. 
James Goodson, Esq. John G. Talbot, Esq., M.P. 
Archibald Hamilton, Esq. Henry Vigne, Esq. 
Thomson Hankey, Esq., M.P. 
Manacesr oF Fisk DerartTment—F. J. Marsden, 
AcTUARY anv SecretTany—T. G. C. Browne, 


Share Capital at present paid up and invested ... £1,000,000 
Total Funds, about ... om ome on oon £2,956,000 
Total Annua! Income nearly ... £500,000 


N.B.—Fire Policies which expire at uM idsummer should be renewed 
fad Head Office, or with the Agents, on or before the 9th day of 
uly. 


AW UNION FIRE and LIFE INSURANCE 
COMPANY. Chief Office—126, Chancery-lane, London, W.C. 
The Funds in hand and Capital subscribed amount to upwards of 
£1,500,000 sterling. 
Chairman—Jaues Cuppon, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, Goldsmith-build 
ing, Temple. 
Deputy-Chairman—C, Pemsertoy, Esq. (Lee & Pembertons), Solicitor 
44, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 
Every description of Fire and Life Insurance business transacted. 
The Directors invite attention to the new form of Life Policy, which 
free from all conditions, 
The Company advances Money on Mortgage of Life Interest and 
Reversions, whether absolute or contingent. 
Prospectuses, Copies of the Directors’ Report, and Annual Balance 
sheet, and every information, sent post free, on application to 
FRANK M‘GEDY, Actuary and Secretary. 


ORTGAGE DEBENTURES BEARING 64, 54, 

and 6 per cent. interest of THE NEW ZEALAND AGRI- 
CULTURAL COMPANY (Limited). Capital £1,000,000, in 50,000 
Shares of £20 each. Shares allotted, including fully-paid up Shares 
allotted to the vendors, 570,000. Uncalled Capital on same, £175,000, 


TRUSTEES FOR DEBENTURE HOLDERS. 
Sir Daniel Cooper, Bart., Sir W.J.M. Cuninghame, Bart., M.P., and 
Sir Sydney Wateriow, Bart., M.P. 


Willem Clark, Bqy 0.8, Captain R, C. ML 

Miam Clar 4-5 C.E. Captain R, C., Mayne, R.N., C.B, 

W. J. Mudie Larnach, Eeq.,C.M.G.,| R. M. Robertson, Eaqn 

late Colonial Treasurer and | T. Selby Tancred, Eaq. 

Minister of Railways, New| Sir Julins Vogel, K.U.M.G., late 
Zealand. 


Zealand, Premier of New 
Major-General Patrick Maxwell, 


SOLICITORS. 
Messrs, John Mackre)l & Co., 21, Cannon-street, London. 
The Directors of the New Zealand Agricultural Company, Limited, 
sre issuing Mortgage D«bentares for periods of three years, bearing 
interest at 5 per cent., for five years at 5h per cent., and for seven 


CAVELL, Secretary 








years at 6 per cent. per ennum respectively. 
Particulars on application to f, 8. 
110, Cannon-street, London, E.C, 

















ANNUAL REPORT, 1879. 

The FIFTY-THIRD ANNUAL GENERAL MEETING of the 
pany was held at Ecinburgh, on Tuesday, the 22nd of April, ig79 
H Y DAVIDSON, Esq., Muirhouse, in the Chair, when the follow. 
ing results were communicated :— 

Amount proposed for Assurance during the year 1878 

(25247 Proposals) .........:60-0 note £1,432,031 0 19 
An Ou ntof Assurances accepted during the year 1878 
1 1(1,8.0 Policies) ......... dels npr oentesoemeareay sossere oseee 1,111,065 3 4 
Annual Premiums on new Policies during the year 1878 38,476 li § 
Claims by death during the year 1878, exclusive of 

bonus additions ......... eoececccerees en snseteeveesee sestsones se 489,897 13 4 

A tof A accepted during the last five 

years. 6,220,234 10 7 
Subeisting Assurances at 15th November, 1875 (of 

which £1,309,911 14s, 9d, is Re-assured with other 

offices) ssseecerseeeseeeessseeneveree 19,005,152 1 ] 

Revenue, upwards of £800,000 Sterling per anrum,. 
Accumulated Funds, upwards of Five Millions and a Quarter § 

The Report, Tables of Rates, and all further information can be oh 
tained on application, 

Colonia] and Foreign Assurances.—Assurances granted on the live 
of persons proceeding abroad, Branch offices and agencies in Indig 
and all the British Colonies, 

H. JONES WILLIAMS, General Secretary for England, 
London—82, King William-street, E.C., and 3, Pall Mall East, 8.W, 
Edinburgh—8 and 5, George-street (Head O‘tce). 
‘ Dublin—66, Upper Sackville-street. 
proanes and COLONIAL GOVERNMENT 
TRUSTS and AMERICAN INVESTMENT TRUSTS, 

The number of Certificates deposited in assent to the Plan of Con 

lidati: Re: truction now amounts to 32,728, out of a total 
37,745. Certificate holders who have not yet deposited are recom 
mended to do so without delay. 

Full particulars can be obtained at the office of the Trustees. 

By order of the Trustees, 
ROBERT B. ROSE, Secretary, 

6, Victoria-street, Westminster Abbey, S.W., 

2nd July, 1879. 





ISSUE OF SECOND HALF OF CAPITAL. 


H OUSE PROPERTY and INVESTMENT COM. 

PANY (Limited), 92, Cannon-street, London, E.0., seven doon 
east of the Cannon-street Station. —Oapital £1,000,000, in 40,000 fally 
Paid-up Shares of £25 each, for the Purchase and Sale of produetin 
and progressive House Property, and IMPROVING the DWELLING 
of the WORKING CLASSES on the SELF-SUPPORTING PRINOIPLE, 
Registered March 15, 1876. 

CAPITAL ALLOTTED. 


Ist issue at Par, 4,000 shares, amount £100,000 
000 


nd 4, £1 premium, 4,909 shares, ,, \ 
ro >] ” 4,000 shares, 4, 100,000 
4th ., £8 9 4,000 shares, ” 100,000 
Sth 455 £4 ” 4,000 shares, ,, 100,000 
6th 4 £5 ” 796 shares, n 19,900 





20,796 £519,900 

The SIXTH ISSUE of 4,000 SHARS, £25, at £5 PER SHARE 
Premium. 796 HAVE BEXN ALREADY ALLOTTED, and the rw 
mainder are in course of allotment, 

The present Premium bas been fixed to place on a fair level the O4 
Shareholders and the Present Entrants. 

Further PROFITABLE R7%-3ALES have bean made, 

ESTATES PURCHASED, 123, fr £596,798. 

RESERVE FUND UPWARDS of £27,000, 

NUMBER of SHAR*HOLDERS, 1,835. 

PROFIT of THIRD YEAR NEARLY ELGHT PER CENT. 

CURRENT KATE of INTEREST on SHARES, SIX-AND-A- 
QUARTER PER CENT. 

Third Annual Report, Balance Sheet, Share Application Forms, 
Pamphlet entitled ‘Seventeen Facts,” and all other information 
apply to W. H. BASDEN, Secretary. 


NION BANK OF AUSTRALIA 
: : Established 1837, 
Paid-up capital ..sccccccsscseccsesesees $1,487,500 
Reserve [Und ..ccccccsscsccsccccencsccece 500 
LETTERS of OKEDIT and BILL’ on DEMAND, or at Thirty Day? 
Sight, are granted on the Bank’s Branches throughout Australia and 
New Zealand. BILLS on the Colonies are negotiated and sent fae 
collection, DEPOSITS sre received, at notice, and for fixed periode, 08 
terms which may be ascertained on application. 
W. R. MEWBURN, Manager. 
1, Bank-buildings, Lothbury, London, E.0, 


EDE AND 50N 


ROBE Bags MAKERS 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 
To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the Judicial Bench 
rporation of London, &c, 

SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL'S DITTO, 
CORPORATION ROBES UNIVERSITY CLERGY GOWNS, 2 
WSTALLISHED 1689, 











94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 
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